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A . _ , 
INTRODUCTION 
The Indian National Movement is a subject of fascinating study. It is a unique 
phenomenon of Modem India which influenced the contemporary world by the 
magnitude of its dimensions its ideological concepts and the validity of its currents of 
thought and by the ramifications of its complex nature. The philosophy sustaining the 
movement had world-wide repercussions and succeeded in stimulating and arousing 
popular movements and uprisings world-wide. India took a lead in infusing vigor and 
dynamism into the movements of self-realization and self-determination of all the 
depressed humanity subjected to colonial domination and spoliation. India national 
leadership was acclaimed with grateful appreciation and emulation by kindred 
suffering people in Afro-Asian and Latin American Countries. Such was global 
impact of the Indian National endeavor. 
The saga of India's national struggle is heroic inspiring didactic and 
exhilarating. It was a mass movement which attracted millions of people of all classes 
adhering to different ideologies united under one banner directed against the mighty 
colonial rule. 
The National Movement is a unique phenomenon of Modem India. It origins 
go back to the discontent gene rated by the economic political and administration 
policies of the colonial governments in India. The long-drawn straggle which 
culminated in the attainment of Independence in 1947 is divided into well-degreased 
phases. 
The present research study has been directed to evaluation and the 
examination of the role played by the people in the National Movement. The period 
under study 'Protest, Mass Mobilization and movement against the oppressive British 
Rule, Forms, Techniques and the leaderships (1900-1947), constitute a phase of great 
significance full of wider possibilities sense of direction and fullness and friction vital 
to the rapid progress of the movement through definite channel and renewed vigor. 
The ideas that guided the Swadeshi movement and non-cooperation movements 
exercised tremendous and constractive influence on the national struggle for freedom. 
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The university, fraternization, anti-colonial spirit, the ethos of self-reaHzation and 
self-growth and radicalization of the movement land a unique character to the 
grandiose effort. General mass support added new outlook and dimension to the 
national movement and equipped it with new arsenal of weaponry and the fighting 
potential. All this turned the movement into a surging sea of turbulent nationalism 
storming the citadel of British imperialism in India. 
During this period both the major communities united against a common 
enemy and started many anti-British facets of the movements aiming to oust them 
from India under the leadership of Mahatma Gandhi and other leader. 
Many political movements started at this time: the Swadeshi movement, 
Champaran Satyagraha, Khilafat and Non-cooperation movement, boycott of the 
Simon Commission, Civil Disobedient movement. Round Table Conference, Quit 
India movement and Partition of India. Together with Hindu-Muslim unity, there 
were outburst of communal dissension among them on the political question which 
led to the violence riots and resulted in agreement and disagreement between the 
congress and the Muslim League. 
We begin in Chapter first by examine the formative year 1900-1915. In this 
process we explore the emergence of nationalism and partition of Bengal and also 
focus of the political party in India i.e. Congress. I explain the strategy of the leader's 
involved in these movements. 
In Chapter second we evaluate the rise of Mahatma Gandhi. I examined that 
Gandhi's first three Indian National Movement against the British rule in India these 
three movement are emerge in local issue in particular region (Champaran 
Satyagraha, Kheda Movement and Ahmadabad Mill strike), and also focus first mass 
movement in India we also know as the Non Cooperation Movement. 
Main objectives of Chapter third is to make Form of Protest and British 
oppressive measures in Indian National Movement in these process we discuss the 
Civil Disobedience movement and Round Table Conference and also found that 
Britishers use the policy Divide and rule in the forms of Macdonald Award. 
In Chapter four we explore the disputes between national leaders and the 
Britishers. We also focus Quit India Movement and lastly we explain that India got 
freedom. We also found that Britishers divide and rule policy is successful in the form 
of partition of India. 
The present study is based on a thorough examination of proceedings of the 
home department original records from National Achieves of New Delhi, 
Newspapers, reports on vernacular newspapers and published works. Efforts have 
been made on the basis of Vernacular Journals, Various Newspapers, periodicals, 
many autobiographies, diaries, biographies, published and unpublished 
correspondences, speeches, various reports of enquiry commission. Government 
records, confidential fitter to analyst the main trends and response of the people in the 
national movement during the period under study and examine the etc. In each chapter 
efforts have been made to characterize the role of people in the national movement in 
India. 
W '-"^m \ 
THE FORMATIVE 
YEARS: 1900-15 
A. EMERGENCE OF NATIONALISM 
India's past presents an unending political panorama of successive waves of 
invaders, Medes and Bactrecians, White Huns and Scythians, Arabs and Turks, 
Tartars and Moghuls, one after another, which over-ran India. But with the passage of 
time, they were, "by an eternal law of history conquered themselves by the superior 
civilization of their subjects".' The general current of history maintained a placid 
calmness; the cultural trends, the political institutions and the socio-economic 
structure continued to be the same. The process of political change too offered a 
generality. This vast sub-continent, equal in size to Europe minus Russia, contained 
within it irmumerable principalities and kingdoms. Off and on, an Ashoka or Akbar 
would hold sway and extend his empire over the whole area. Then disintegration 
would set in. centrifiagal forces, accelerating the process, would bring about the in 
evitable break-up. 
During the eighteenth century India faced a new crisis an invasion from across 
the seas. The invaders-the Dutch, the Portuguese, the French and the English came in 
the guise of traders. They fought a traders' war among themselves. "The flag followed 
trade" and the British, out-witting their rivals, build up an Indian Empire. The British 
Empire in India may be a "plain and unvarnished tale" and a "Planless plan". Seeley 
says, "In India, we meant one thing and did quite another.... AH along we have been 
looking one way and moving another." Yet it has a colorful and significant 
background. The conquest of the "brightest jewel in the British diadem" was not all 
adventure, a victory of arms achieved in a "fit of absent-mindedness". There was a 
"method in the madness" and an admixture of opportunity and opportunism. 
Aurangzeb's fanaticism, his so many expeditions and wars of conquest, had weakened 
the very foundations of the magnificent, edifice, which Akbar the great had so 
assiduously built up. The provincial satraps were raising their heads, and the phantom 
emperors at Delhi were mere shadowy figure-heads, who saw before their own eyes 
the vanishing of the Moghul Empire like a huge column of smoke. Let us for a 
moment fix our gaze at the scene in Bengal, where the devilish drama of India's fate 
was being staged. The English misused their privileges and improved their 
' Marx, Karl, Note On India History 664-1858, Moscow, 1960, p. 59. 
" Besant, Annie, India: A Nation, Adyar, 1923, p. 36. 
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fortifications without authority. This provoked Nawab Siraj-ud-Daula, who attacked 
and occupied Calcutta on 10*-19* June, 1756. An avenging force under Clive and 
Watson arrived from Madras. Calcutta was re-taken. A year later, through a 
conspiracy hatched by Clive and the treacherous betrayal of Mir Jaffar, Siraj-ud-
Daula, was defeated at the battle of Plassey on 23"""^  June, 1757. As a result thereof. 
East India Company emerged as the virtual sovereign of Bengal. Clive, the founder of 
the British Empire in India, "descended, "without scruple, to falsehood, to 
hypocritical caresses, to the substitution of documents and to the counterfeiting of 
hands."^ First, the Marathas, who had received a staggering blow at the battle of 
Panipat (1761), broke down against the English, and then the Sikhs met the same fate, 
in the Second Sikh War (1849). The Great War of Independence broke out in 1857 
and ended in a disastrous failure in 1859. "From that time, we may date the famous 
'Pax Britannica' for until that time there were continual wars and annexations, while 
since then there have been none further within India itself""* The great conflagration 
of 1857 consumed the East India Company in its fire, and on its ashes was created a 
new sovereign - the British Parliament. The British Empire in India was carved out 
through cunning and craft, through a bold spirit of adventure, and finally through wars 
and annexations. A superior diplomacy which the British showed, the western 
weapons of warfare which they possessed, and the European military tactics, tilted the 
balance in favor of the foreigner. The so many kingdoms and principalities of the day 
lacked political cohesion and foresight and thus one by one fell an easy prey to the 
conqueror. 
"Hindus were played off against the Mohammedans, Jats against Rajputs, and 
Rajputs against Jats, Marathas against both, Rohillas against Bundelas, and Bundelas 
against Pathans and so on."^ 
Since the death of Aurangzeb there was a political vacancy at Delhi, which the 
British filled in and thus became the rulers of India. 
The novelty and significance of British rule lies in its foreignness and in its 
setting in motion forces which, in the shape of a mighty National Movement, 
Besant, Annie, op. cit., p. 43. 
* Ibid., p. 50. 
5 Rai, Lajpat, Young India, Delhi, 1965, p. 103. 
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challenged the Empire and finally liquidated it. There has been many an invasion in 
the past in India, when vast multitude of tribes, peoples, and races poured down 
through the North-Westem gateway. They all came from an area contiguous to India, 
an area which has been the birth-place of a vast humanity, and where the inevitable 
laws of population pressure so worked that millions of them in the earlier stages of 
civilization moved out to the West or South-East. 'But though they came as foreigners 
they soon settled down and made India their home. The feeling of strangeness 
disappeared and the foreigners became a part of the body-politic'. Even the 
'Mohammedan rule, though it cannot be called national, was indigenous - the forces 
which moved it, the inspiration which enlivened it, the personnel which maimed and 
conducted it, all belonged to the country for good or evil'.' But the British rule has 
always been, through and through, a foreign rule, with a sovereign not living in India 
and without roots in the soil of the country. In the words of Dadabhai Naroji: 
"In the case of former foreign conquests, the invaders either 
returned with their plunder and booty or became the rulers of the 
country. They only plundered and went back, they made no doubt 
great wounds, but India with her industry, revived and healed the 
wounds. When the invaders became the rulers of the country, they 
settled down in it, and whatever was the condition of their rule, 
according to the character of the sovereign of the day, there was at 
least no material or moral drain in the country. Whatever the 
country produced remained in the country, whatever wisdom and 
experience was acquired in her services remained among the 
people. With English the case is peculiar."^ 
There continued for ever an unbridgeable gulf between the rulers and the 
ruled, a gulf created because of differing traditions, modes of thought, behavior and 
outlook, and finally because the British with a false pride in their racial superiority did 
not freely mingle with Indians and adopt their ways of living. The Indian culture, 
passing through a period of disintegration and decadence, lost its old vitality and 
vigor, and failed to absorb the new-comers. 
The novelty and peculiarity of British rule is no doubt in its foreignness, but 
still more it is in its being a rule of a people whose socio-economic structure was 
'' Bose, Subhas Chandra, the Indian Struggle, 1920-1942, Bombay, 1965, p. 24. 
Dutt, Sukumar, Problem of Indian Nationality, Calcutta, 1926, p. 119. 
Naroji, Dadabahi, Poverty and Un-British Rule in India, Delhi, 1962, p. 211. 
entirely different from that of the subject-race. Theirs was a capitaUstic economy and 
a dynamic society, whereas, on the other hand, the Indian economy was feudal and 
her society static. In the words of Nehru, "The impact of Western culture on India was 
the impact of a dynamic society of a 'modem' consciousness, on a static society 
wedded to medieval habits of thought which, however sophisticated and advanced in 
its own way, could not progress because of its inner limitation." This static character 
of Indian society was due to the stubborn survival of a feudal polity with a self-
sufficient village-economy as a base. In fact all the pre-British invaders "belonged to 
societies which were still in pre-feudal nomadic or semi-feudal stages of 
development."'^ The British Society having triumphantly achieved the historic 
process of transformation of a feudal economy to a capitalistic one, had attained a 
political unity, and cultural and economic progressiveness. This did not augur well for 
the primitive and backward India in the earlier stages of modem politico-economic 
evolution. The perforce political cohesion of the two peoples-Britishers and Indians 
brought about natural conflict and inherent contradiction symbolized by the Indian 
Nationalist Movement. The British played a double role, "one destmctive and the 
other regenerating-the annihilation of old society, and the laying of the material 
foundations of Westem Society in Asia."" The primary aim of British mle in India 
was to subordinate India's political and economic evolution to the trading, financial 
and industrial requirements of their country. Whatever progressive results of British 
mle in the shape of political unity, advance in the Westem scientific education and 
development of means of communications, are visible, are, in tmth, a by-product of 
their deliberate policy of exploiting India for Britain's Imperial interests. The Indian 
Nationalist Movement is a mighty upsurge created by a number of forces though 
apparently contradictory yet correlated. 
1. The war of Independence (1857) 
Savarkar says, "when therefore taking the searching attitude of a historian, I 
began to scan that instmctive and magnificent spectacle, I found to my great surprise 
the brilliance of a war of Independence shining in the mufiny of 1857".'^ For decades 





Nehru, J., Discovery of India, New Delhi, 1946, p. 240. 
Desai, A.R., Social Background of Indian Nationalism, Bombay, 1966, p. 25. 
Marx, Karl, op. cit., p. 59. 
Savarkar, V.D., The Indian war of Independence, 1857, introduction, Bombay, 1941, p. xxiii. 
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and their imitators in India and abroad as 'The Sepoy Mutiny'. Is it the mere magic-
eyes of a political alchemist that have transformed the so called uprising of a 
disgruntled soldiery into a full-fledged war of independence? Or is it that this historic 
phenomenon like a meteor, shot up on the Indian political sky, and while dazzling the 
eye for a moment, faded away into nothingness? Nothing would be farther from truth. 
It is indeed India's first war of freedom, and like a stone thrown into the stagnant 
waters of Indian political life, left a commotion which had stirred the hearts of 
millions of martyrs who wrote the history of India's emancipation with their blood. 
The Indian Revolution of 1857 is one of the three great revolutions of an age 
of revolution. The first was the American Revolution against British Colonialism, the 
second was the French Revolution against the misrule of an autocratic monarchy, and 
the third was the Indian Revolution against foreign domination. The first succeeded 
and ended the British control of America, the second too succeeded, and brought to an 
end the corrupt French monarchy, but the third ended in a failure, though not without 
leaving forever the burning spirit of revolution. 
All revolutions have behind them reasons - deep and grave - which force man 
to take recourse to this fatal method of redressing their grievances and bringing about 
a historic rearrangement of life. A revolutionary movement 'is always due to some 
all-moving principle for which hundreds and thousands of men fight before which 
thrones totter, crowns are destroyed and created, existing ideals are shattered and new 
ideals break forth, and for the sake of which vast masses of people think lightly of 
shedding sacred human blood'. Had the Indian Revolution of 1857 'some moving 
principle' behind it? If so,what? 
According to Savarkar, this 'all moving principle' is symbolized in the two 
words, 'Swadharma' and 'Swarajya'. The proclamation of the Emperor of Delhi on 
the establishment of the revolutionary regime reads, 'Oh, you sons of Hindustan, if we 
make up our mind we can destroy the enemy and will release from dread our religion 
and our country, dearer to us than life itself '"* 
'^  Ibid., p. 3. 
''' Savarkar, V.D., op. cit., p. 8. 
'In truth, any movement to be strong in India must rest on a religious basis, 
and so interwoven with religion is the very fiber of the Indian heart, that it only throbs 
with foil response when the religious note has been struck which calls out its 
sympathetic vibration'.'^ The cry of "Din", "Din" of the revolutionaries of 1857 
struck this vibrating note, "The heavy chains of slavery, the yoke of foreign rule, the 
suppression of an age-old culture and time-honored religion; and the oppression of 
all-men, women and children-regenerated in the hearts of the Indian people, the love 
of their country and for their religion. Thus were sown the seeds of the plant that 
flowered as India's first War of Independence." 
There is no denying the fact 'that for a long period many grievances had been 
rankling in the hearts of the people'.'^ Dalhousie's Doctrine of Lapse, the Company's 
policy of exploitation, and the policy of the Christian Missionaries, were the so many 
contributory factors. The Missionaries had, in their over zeal for conversion, 
antagonized all sections of people. The chairman of the Directors of the East India 
Company, Mr. Maryles, declared in the House of Commons in the fatefol year (1857). 
"Providence has entrusted the extensive empire of Hindustan to England in 
order that the banner of Christ should wave triumphant from one end of India to the 
other. Everyone must exert all his strength that there may be no dilatoriness on any 
account in continuing in the country the great work of making all India Christian.' 
The aggressive European innovations had roused the conservative and orthodox 
instincts of the people.''^ The commercial policy of the Company had reduced the 
vast masses to poverty. Finally, Lord Dalhousie'^ denied the widows of princes the 
right to adoption and declared their States escheat, which created a discontent among 




Besant, Annie, op. cit., p. 71. 
Khan, Sir Syed Ahmed, The Causes of the Indian Revolt, Varanasi, 1873, p. 3. 
Singh, GM., Landmarkers in Indian Constitutional and National Development, Delhi, 1963, 
p. 65. 
He was bom on April 22, 1812 at Dalhousie Castle in Scotland. In 1837, at the young age of 25, he 
entered British Parliament as an elected member. From 1843-1846, he served as President of the 
Board of Trade in the British government under Sir Robert Peel. In 1847, he was appointed as the 
Governor General of India. He was the youngest man ever appointed to the post. He was only 35 at 
that time. His term ended in 1856. A year after he left India, the Indian Mutiny occurred. His 
policies of annexation were partly blamed for the mutiny. He died in 1860 at Dalhousie Castle in 
Scotland. 
The Revolution broke out on May 10, 1857 - a hundred years after the battle 
of Plassey, which marked the establishment of the Company's rule over India - at 
Meerut. Though it broke out earlier than planned, yet the conflagration soon spread to 
Delhi, Agra, Benares, Allahabad, and Kanpur. Oudh, Bundelkhand, Rohelkhand, 
Bihar, Chotta Nagpur too flared up. The struggle threw up many a military genius, 
valiant fighter and martyr, who rose to great heights of leadership, and sacrificed their 
lives in the cause of the Motherland. The inspiring names and the great deeds of Rani 
of Jhansi, Tantia Tope, Nana Saheb, Bala Rao, Mangal Pande and Ahmad Shah will 
remain forever enshrined in the hearts of the people, for whose freedom they faced 
death. So long as men live and love freedom, these worthy names will inspire them to 
deeds of great velour. The world, as it is, must face crisis after crisis; and it is only the 
great nations inspired by the hallowed memories of their patriots, that can face the 
eternal law of conflict. 
In spite of the many brilliant campaigns, sieges, pitched battles and victories, 
the revolutionaries were vanquished and the war came to an end within almost a year. 
The reasons are not difficult to discover. Most of the princes stood by the British. 
'Many played the part of Quislings'.'^ The princes of Rajputana remained neutral. 
The Skandia and the Nizam too maintained aloofiiess. The latter, through the 
influence of his Prime Minister Salar Jung, checked the War from spreading to the 
south and India's Dewan, Dinkar Rao, influenced the decision of his master. The 
newly created Zamindars remained throughout loyal to the Company. 'The British got 
the support of Gurkhas and, what is more surprising, of the Sikhs also, for the Sikhs 
had been their enemies and had been defeated by them only a few years before'.^° The 
international situation too favored the British: their armies, relieved from the Crimean 
and Chinese Wars, which had just been over, were sent to India. The British 
maintained their control of the sea throughout unchallenged, and thus the regular flow 
of the supply of arms, which were definitely superior to those of the Indians, could be 
maintained. 
The war ended with reprisals - mass massacres of innocent men, women and 
even of infants, burning of villages and towns, and devastation of vast areas in the 
country-side which pale into insignificance the barbarities of Chengez and Nadir. 
" Nehru, J., op. cit, p. 269. 
^° Ibid., p. 269. 
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"Old men who had done us no harm, and helpless women with suckling 
infants at their breast, felt the weight of our vengeance no less than the vilest male-
factors."^' 
"Marital law had been proclaimed; those terrible Acts passed by the 
Legislative Council in May and June were in full operation; and soldiers and civilians 
alike were holding bloody Assize, or slaying natives without any Assize at all 
99 
regardless of sex or age." 
"We have the power of life in our hands and, I assure you, we spare not. A 
very summary trial is all that takes place. The condemned culprit is placed under a 
tree, with a rope around his neck, on the top of a carriage, and when it is pulled off he 
swings." 
Thus ended the glorious war in an inglorious manner and with the coming of 
new age, and new Leadership, men forgot the heat and fervor of the 'sacrificial fire of 
the War of Independence of 1857'. 
"The terrible volcano, which had opened wide its jaws and had vomited forth 
in rage a regular torrent of flesh, of blood, of corpses, of lightning's, of thunders of 
burning red lava - that volcano then began to close its mouth again; its heated lava 
began to cool; its sword-tongues re-entered their scabbards, its fiery lightning's, its 
deafening thunders, its whirl-winds, it's terrible moving, and its dread awakenings -
all entered again the magician's bag and melted away into invisible air. And the crater 
closed and green grass began again to grow on the top; cultivation recommenced; 
furrows were active; peace, safety, and softness reigned. And the surface of the 
volcano has now become so soft and smiling that nobody does believe that there 
slumbers a volcano under the surface."^"* 
Of the many effects that resulted fi-om this spontaneous revolutionary upsurge, 
a few need mentioning. It created a gulf between the rulers and ruled, resulting into an 
aggravated form of racial bitterness. The British became more arrogant, and adopted a 
Holmes, T.R., History of the Sepoy War, London, 1904, p. 124. 
" Kaye, John William, History of Indian Sepoy War in India, Vol. II, London, 1980, p. 203. 
' ' Ball, Charles, Indian Mutiny, Vol. I, London, n.d., p. 257. 
^^  Savarkar, V.D.,op. ciY.,p. 540. 
11 
policy of 'blood and iron'. Distrust of Indians grew and their exclusion from services 
started as is evidenced by the Act of 1861, which reduced the age of admission to 
Indian Civil Service from 21 to 20, which was later on fiirther reduced to 19 years. 
This almost amounted to the debarring of Indians from the Civil Service. Reforms in 
Military Organization were made, the Military Budget swelled, an adequate 
proportion of British soldiers to Indian soldiers (1 to 2) was decided upon, and 
reorganization of Army units on the basis of communities and martial races was 
undertaken. 
Besides these there are other deeper effects; the barbarities of British reprisals 
inflicted deep and grievous wounds on the body-politic of the Motherland; and these 
could not be healed up till the 15* August, 1947 - just ninety years after. These 
festering wounds cried aloud for antidotes. The history of the Indian National 
Movement from 1857 to 1947 is but an experiment to discover the antidote. 
Moreover, the offerings of the Martyrs on the sacrificial altar of the War of 
Independence have left imperishable memories in the minds of men. These memories 
and the dauntless deeds of heroism have given continuity to this revolutionary spirit, 
which has found expression in the dramatic and revolutionary events that took place 
in the beginning of this century, and reached a final culmination in the matchless 
exploits of heroism of the Indian National Army, on the wooded battle - fields of 
Imphal. This continuity of the revolutionary spirit is very well illustrated by the 
statement of Savarkar, which he made in 1908 from London and which has been 
quoted by the Special Tribunal in 1910, which tried him for waging war against the 
King and sentenced him to transportation for life and forfeiture of his property. 
"The war begun on the lO"' of May, 1857 is not over on the 10* of May, 1908, 
nor can it ever cease fill a 10* of May to come sees the desfiny accomplished and our 
Motherland stands free."^^ 
The historic stream of Indian Nationalism has been fed by the waters of many 
a turbulent tributary, and the Indian War of Independence is one of them. 
'^. Ibid., p. XX. 
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2. Social Reform 
Prof. Warren points out those religious phenomena are not merely system of 
belief, but they are also systems of tribal or national or voluntarily associated life. The 
latter aspect is termed 'historic'. It is historic aspect of religion that is of importance 
to the political scientist or the entire organic life of society. Religion does not 
represent only the finer bond of common faith and beliefs of a people but the cultural 
and institutional forms, the modes of thought and behaviors the psychological make-
up and racial traits created by a variety of forces. Religion expands into culture and 
Oft 
culture into civilization. 
In India Religion has grown up into a complex form. Its origin is hidden in the 
mist of the past. It has developed a number and social forms .Its assimilative and 
adaptive powers are its dominant characteristic. 'And it must be remembered that with 
Hinduism is bound up a literature-which is the admiration of the world for its sublime 
spirituality, its intense devotion and its depth of intellectual insight, a culture which 
has endured for unknown millennia, and a civilization so magnificent that the world 
97 
has not yet seen its equal. 
As time passed superstition and rigidity crept in, formalism and caste 
autocracy became the dominant note. The need of reform became urgent. During the 
nineteenth century, the Christian Missionaries started their most violent and virulent 
onslaught on Hinduism being the religion of the ruling class, and because of its 
proselytizing zeal, Christianity. Made headway, and the fate of Hinduism hanged in 
balance. A few Hindu reformers took up the challenge and through their heroic efforts 
the tidal waves receded. The reformist trends represented a combination of revivalism 
and reform. Ancient books of religion the repository of India's culture and heritage, 
the Vedas, the Upanishads, the great epics, were translated into modem vernaculars, 
foreign and Indian and made the subject of deep and critical study. The renascent 
India looked back with a sense of national pride at her past achievement in Art, 
Literature, Science, Philosophy and Religion. As against this mighty and glorious 
background, the Christian invader, who lived the life of a barbarian range when India 
^^  Dutt, S., op. cit, p. 59. 
Besant, Annie, op. cil, p. 71. 
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was at her zenith appeared but a dwarf ridiculing the giant colossus that once was 
India? This inculcated among Indians a spirit of confidence and a feeling of national 
pride, bom of a glorious past and the hopes of a still greater future. The reformers also 
undertook the task of recasting the old and antedated social structure that had outlived 
itself and was definitely hindering the fi-ee evolution of socio-religious and political 
life in keeping with the changed political and economic conditions. The contact with 
the west had brought home to the people the importance and value of individual 
fi-eedom, the ideas of democracy and liberty. The newly awakened consciousness 
could not tolerate the tyrannous inequalities of caste and evils of forced widowhood, 
Pardah and Sati. Thus a number of reform movements grew up. To Hazlitt all 
comparisons are odious, yet to draw a parallel between the reform movement in 
Europe, Luther, Calvin and Knox challenged the orthodoxy of the church and its evils 
of 'sale of indulgences' and the terrible inquisitions much in the same way. Ram 
Mohan Roy, Dayanand and Vivekananda challenged the orthodoxy of Hinduism as in 
Europe so in India, the idolatrous materialism. As in Europe so in India, the Reform 
movements became the precursors of nationalism. In Europe the national unity was 
the direct outcome of the Reform movements. In India too, the Reform Movements 
led to the establishment of a national unity. In truth, the Reformers in India as in the 
west were the first leaders of Nationalism. There were four important Reform 
Movements: the Brahmo Samaj, the Arya Samaj, the theosophical society and the 
Ramakrishna Mission. 
2.1 - The Brahmo Samaj 
Its founder was Raja Ram Mohan Roy. He was the first reformers and the 
pioneer of Indian awakening and rightly called the father of Indian Renaissance. 
His Philosophy and religious outlook has been very much influenced by the 
monotheism and anti-idolatry of Islam, Deism of Sufism, the ethical teachings of 
Christianity and liberal and rationalist doctrines of the west.^ ^ He attacked the 
polytheism and idolatry of Hinduism. His doctrine of the self-study of the scriptures 
without the end of the intermediary, the priest, destroyed the citadel of orthodoxy. He 
stood against the restrictions of caste systems and for the abolition of Sati and Child 
"* Desai, A.R., op. cit, p. 262. 
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marriage. He has rightly been called the prophet of Indian Nationalism and the father 
of modem India. 
The Brahmo Sabha, which later became the Brahmo Samaj, was established 
on August 20 in 1823 and the two, Brahmo and the Prarthana Samaj, did the spade 
work in the field of socio-religious reforms and paved the way for a large-scale 
reform movement. ^ ° 
2.2 - The Arya Samaj 
Its founder Mulshankar, who later known as Dayanand Saraswati. His most 
well-known and the best work is Satyarth Prakash in which he shows his knowledge 
not only of the Vedas, but of the leading modem religious with his energetic 
patriotism' he exerted a profound influence on Indian nationalism. In truth it was 
Dayanand Saraswati who first proclaimed "India for Indians".^' Dayanand taught that 
there is a Primeval Etemal Religion, that there is one spirit, Brahman pervading the 
whole universe; that the Vedas are his word-Vedas including only the Samhita, the 
Mantras; that there are three Etemal Things. God, Soul, Metter; that activity is 
superior to resignation and creates destiny. 
The Arya Samaj was founded in April 1875 in Bombay and in 1877 its Lahore 
branch was started. It carried on its activities in the light of the ten principles 
formulated in Lahore in 1877. In 1892, it split into two schools, composed of these 
who stood for the Vedic ideals of Brahmacharya and religious service, and those who 
sought to regenerate society imbibing in due type of educational institutions." 
Shradhanand and Lajpat Rai were the exponents of the respective schools. 'The 
repudiation of the authority of the Brahmin, the denouncing of the infinite number of 
meaningless rites and the worship of image of different gods and goddesses which 
split the people into numerous belligerent sects, and the crusade against the mass of 
religious superstitions which kept for many centuries, the Hindu mind in a state of 
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The Arya Samaj differed from other reform movements, as its tone hke that of 
the EngHsh Puritanism was definitely aggressive. Much of its iconoclasticism and 
mihtancy gave to Indian nationaHsm its assertive role. It has been responsible in 
including in the youths of the country, a sense of patriotism and feeling of national 
exultation in the superiority of Hindu culture which in truth became the motive force 
behind Indian Nationalism. 
2.3 - The Theosophical Society 
The society was founded in New York in November, 1875, by Halena Patrona 
Blavatsky and Henry Steele Olcott, in order to revive religion in India. On an 
invitation by Swami Dayanand, the two came to India and landed in Bombay on 
February 16, 1879. Col. Olcott bought some property at Adyar, where in 1882 the 
headquarters of the society were established. In 1893 Mrs. Besant came to India and 
joined the society. "The advent of the Theosophists heralded by Madams Blavatsky 
and Colonel Olcott gave a fresh impetus to the revival, and certainly no Hindu has 
done so much to organize and consolidate the movement as Mrs. Besant, who in her 
Central Hindu College at Banaras, and her Theosophical Institution at Adyar, near 
Madras, has openly proclaimed her faith in the superiority of the whole Hindu system 
to the vaunted civilization of the west. Is it surprising that Hindus should turn their 
backs upon our civilization, when a European of highly trained intellectual power, and 
with an extra ordinary gift of eloquence, comes and tells them that it is they who 
possess, and have from all times possessed the key to supreme wisdom; that their 
philosophy their morality are on a higher plane of thought than the west has ever 
reached. ^ ^ 
This Reform Movement believes in the brotherhood of man irrespective of any 
distinction, and aims at building up a unique system of ethical principle derived from 
all the religious of the world. It believes in the Hindu doctrines of transmigration of 
soul and karma; and regards Hinduism as representing the highest and supreme 
wisdom. Through its efforts at regenerating Hindu society, it infiised a spirit of 
devotion to Hindu ideals, readiness for sacrifice, a burning passion of patriotism and 
" Chirol, Sir Valentine, India Unrest, New Delhi, 1979, pp. 28-29. 
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of devotion to motherland.^^ It did a magnificent work in the field of social service 
and education. 
2.4 - The Ram Krishna Mission 
It was formally founded on 1^ ' May, 1897, when its central offices were 
established at Belur, five miles up Calcutta. The movement was inspired by Shri Ram 
Krishna Paramahansa. He experienced life in its many aspects, as a temple priest, as a 
scavenger and as the seeker after the unity of religions by living according to the 
tenets of Islam and Christianity. He belongs to the line of eminent saints and savants 
of ancient India, like Chandidas and Chaitanya, and represented the Bhakti cult. He 
was a visionary and yogi, who had attained, through spiritual ecstasy or Samadhi, 
god-realization. He was 'difficult to understand in the context of modem life, and yet 
fitting into India's many colored pattern and accepted and revered by many of her 
people as a man, with a touch of the divine fire about him' Vivekananda says, 'To 
proclaim and make clear the fundamental unity underlying all religions was the 
mission of my Master'. 
Among the many devotees that collected round the Paramhansa, was one 
Narendra Nath Dutt, a graduate of Calcutta University who later came to be known as 
Vivekananda. When the Master died in 1886, the disciple spread the message of his 
guru, far and wide. On his emergence in 1892, after a period of retirement on the 
spiritual altitudes of the Himalayas for six years, he was sent to represent India in the 
Parliament of Religions in Chicago, in 1893, the ftinds being raised by Sir 
Subramania Iyer and a few fiiends. By his striking personality, magnificent oratory, 
and the forcefijl presentation of the sublime wisdom of Hinduism, he created a 
profound and enduring impression both in America and England. He won Margaret 
Noble, as a disciple, who came to India in 1898, and undertook the creditable task, 
along with Mrs. Besant, of revitalizing Hinduism and presenting it to the West. To 
Vivekananda, 'This Universe has not been created by any extra-cosmic God, nor is 
the work of any outside genius. It is self-creating, self-dissolving, self-manifesting. 
Besant, Annie, 0/7. c/^, p. 89. 
" Nehru, J., o;?. c/7.,p. 208. 
'^  Swami, Vivekanand, My Master, Vol. IV, Almora, 1962, p. 840. 
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One Infinite Existence the Brahma'^^ in the words of Nehru, 'He preached the 
monism of the Advaita philosophy of the Vedanta and was convinced that only this 
could be the future religion of thinking humanity for the Vedanta was not only 
spiritual but rational and in harmony with scientific investigations of external 
nature'."*" Though Vivekananda kept aloof from politics, yet by raising the stature of 
Indian civilization in the eyes of the West, and through his message of fearlessness 
and hope, he gave to Young India, the strength and confidence to build her own 
destiny. His many Seva Ashramas undertook the care of the needy, the sick and the 
seeker after the truth. 
All these reform movements present an organic religio-political process 
evolving out through successive stages, elements of 'National Self-Consciousness' 
The Brahmo Samaj sowed the first seeds of Indian Nationalism; its leanings 
towards Christianity raised the hopes of missionaries and made the birth of the Arya 
Samaj an inevitable necessity. The vigor and militancy of the Arya Samaj falsified the 
hopes of Christian missionaries, and by creating a strong wave of patriotism it saved 
Hinduism. It did of course alienate some. The Theosophical Society, with its synthesis 
of divergent religious philosophies, filled in the gap. Vivekananda, the disciple of 
Ram Krishna, with his philosophy of Vedanta, gave the message of a world-religion, 
and fostered national pride in the superiority of Hindu spiritualism over the disastrous 
materialism of the West. In the words of the historian of the Congress, 'AH these 
movements were really so many threads in the strand of Indian Nationalism and the 
Nation's duty was to evolve a synthesis so as to be able to dispel prejudice and 
superstition, to renovate and purify the old faith, and Vedantic idealism, and reconcile 
it with Nationalism of the new age. The Indian National Congress was destined to 
fulfill this great mission.'"*' And to quote Mrs. Besant, 'thus has Religion inspired 
Nationality, and Sir Valentine Chirol, cruel and unjust as he was, had true and acute 
insight when he saw in the revival of Hinduism the genesis of Nationality'."*^ 
Nehru, J., op. cit., p. 281. 
'^ Ibid., p. 280. 
Sitaramayya, op. cit., p. 14. 
Besant, Annie, op. cit., p. 95. 
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3. Political Unity 
There could be no greater paradox about Indian political life than the one that 
the British gave India Unity; yet like all paradoxes it is a truism. Imperialists like Sir 
John Seeley hold the following views: "The notion that India is a nationality rests 
upon that vulgar error which political science principally aims at eradicating. India is 
not a political name, but only a geographical expression likes Europe or Africa. It 
does not mark the territory of a nation and a language, but the territory of many 
nations and many languages".'*^ On the other hand Vincent Smith is of the opinion 
that: 'India beyond all doubt possesses a deep underlying fundamental unity, far more 
profound than that produced either by geographical isolation or by political 
suzerainty. The unity transcends the innumerable diversities of blood, color, language, 
dress, manners and sect."'*'' 
There is no denying the fact that India throughout the ages possessed a deep 
and underlying unity which eluded the eye of the superficial observer. The 
tremendous and found a mental fact of India is her essential unity throughout the 
ages. This was the unity of a common culture and of a common outlook on life. 
'Behind this cultural unity, and giving strength to it, was the ceaseless attempt to find 
harmony between the inner man and his outer environment.'''^ 
But the fact remains that the British gave India 'political unity', in the sense of 
the modem connotation of the term. This political unity, created by a centralized 
administration, uniform code of law, and improved means of communication, had a 
profound effect on the creation of a feeling of national consciousness, and the creation 
of finally of a Nationalist Movement. Prof Carr points out that a similar political 
process was observable in the Central European States, where the growth of a unified 
economy and improved means of communication brought about political unification. 
'^ Seeley, Sir John, the Expansion of England, London, n. d., p. 254. 
Vincent, A. Smith, The Oxford of History of India, introduction, Oxford, 1958, p. ix. 
"' Nehru, J., Unity of India, New York, 1941, p. 14. 
'" Ibid., p. 17. 
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4. Economic Exploitation 
The transformation of society from feudalism to capitalism is a universal 
economic phenomenon of modem times. The West achieved the process earlier than 
the East. In its nature the transformation is historically a progressive step. The British 
were the first of modem nations to have built up a strong capitalistic society. When 
they came to India, the Indian society was still stmggling through feudalism. The 
British subordinated the Indian economy to suit the need and development of their 
own economic interest. The Industrial Revolution in England coincided with early 
stages of British mle in India. It is the loot of Bengal which geared the wheels of 
British industry. In the words of Brooks Adams: 
"Plassey was fought in 1757, and probably nothing has ever equaled 
the rapidity of the change which followed. In 1760 the flying shuttle 
appeared, and coal began to replace wood in smelting. In 1764 
Hargreaves invented the spinning jenny, in 1776 Crompton contrived 
the mule, in 1785 Cartwright patented the power loom, and, chief of 
all, in 1768 Walt matured the steam engine, the most perfect of all 
vents of centralizing energy. But though these machines served as 
outlets for the accelerating movement of the time, they did not cause 
that acceleration. In themselves inventions are passive, many of the 
most important having lain dormant for centuries, waiting for a 
sufficient store of force to have accumulated to set them working. 
That store must always take the shape of money and money not 
hoarded but in motion. Before the influx of the Indian treasure, and 
the expansion of credit which followed, no force sufficient for this 
purpose existed; and had Watt lived fifty years earlier, he and his 
invention must have perished together. Possibly since the World 
began, n investment has ever yielded the profit reaped fi-om the Indian 
plunder, because for nearly fifty years Great Britain stood without a 
compefitor. From 1694 to Plassey (1757) the growth had been 
relatively slow. Between 1760 and 1815 the growth was very rapid 
and prodigious.'""^ 
The impact of British Imperialism brought about a radical transformafion in 
the economy of the country. In the pre-Brifish India, the village was a complete socio-
economic-cum-polifical unit. Indian feudalism differed fi-om the Western in this 
respect that in India there was the communal ownership of the land and produce of the 
village. The King had a right to proportionate produce but never owned the land. 'The 
soil in India belonged to the tribe or its sub-division - the village community, the clan 
Brooks, Adams, the Law of Civilization and Decay, New York, 1951, pp. 259 - 260. 
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or the brotherhood settled in the village - and never was considered the property of 
the King', and 'there was never any notion of the ownership of the soil vesting in 
anybody except the peasantry'."** There existed an 'indispensable combination of 
agriculture and domestic industry','*'' and the village produced what it needed. The 
social structure was based upon a division of labour, the farmer, the artisan, the 
craftsman and the laborer, all working together to meet the needs of the entire society. 
The village panchayat was a court of law and committee of general administration. 
This completeness of the socio-economic and political life of the village community, 
gave to India her historic stability and continuity through the ages. 
"The simplicity of the organization for production in these self-sufficing 
communities that constantly accidently destroyed, spring up again on the spot and 
with the same name - this simplicity supplies the key to the secret of the 
unchangeableness in such striking contrast with the constant dissolution and refijnding 
of Asiatic states, and the never-ceasing changes of dynasty. The structure of the 
economical elements of society remains untouched by the storm-clouds of the 
political sky."^'' 
But the British broke up this autarchy of the village-community and 
completely recast its socio-economic structure and political pattern. The first step in 
this direction was the creation of landlordism - a novel and dangerous experiment. 
The ownership of the land was transferred to these newly created landlords who 
served as a convenient agency for the collection of the state revenues, and moreover 
proved staunch supporters of the ruling class which created them. The land became a 
commodity of individual ownership, and with the development of money economy, 
sale attachment and mortgage became common. 
The second step was the commercialization of agriculture. Under the pressure 
of a number of factors - the extension of the facilities of transport, the increasing 
demand of India's raw materials by the international market, the cash-need of the 
peasantry to pay revenue and debts - the village produce acquired a marketable value. 
Mukerjee, Radhakamal, Land Problems in India, London, 1933, pp. 16 - 30. 
'" Marx, Karl, op. cit., p. il. 
°^ Marx, Karl, Capital, Vol. I, Chapter, XIV, Section 4, London, 1904. 
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"It was the same case of communication that was bringing about another 
important change in Indian agriculture. This change might be called, for want of 
better term, the commercialization of agriculture. Broadly speaking, the change might 
be described as a change from cultivation for home consumption to cultivation for the 
market."^' 
And the third step was the destruction of Indian industry under the pressure of 
British industrial interests. 
These novel measures resulted in complete transformation of the entire 
economy of the country. 
In agriculture, the right of the individual members of a family to freely dispose 
of land, set in motion the centrifugal tendencies in the joint family, and resulted in 
fragmentation of land-holdings. Further acceleration to the process of sub-division 
was given by the ruination of industry, which resulted in the over-crowding of 
agriculture by the artisans and craftsmen whose trade had been ruined. This process 
of fragmentation of holding has speedily continued for the past so many years. It is 
difficult to estimate the number of peasants who own plots of from a hundredth to a 
four hundredth of a bigha but it is fairly large.' With these small holdings no large 
scale farming was possible, nor could the latest scientific methods of production be 
introduced. 
The new system of land revenue was based not upon production as was the 
case in pre-British India, but upon production capacity. In a country like India, where 
several factors beyond the control of man, play their part in production, this procedure 
led to many hardships for the poor peasant, in the case of failure of crop. To add to 
this, every effort was made to charge as high a rent as possible and the trend was 
towards a progressive rise in the land assessment. Dr. Mukerjee says that 'While the 
agricultural income during the three decades (from 1890 to 1920) increased roughly 
by 30, 60 and 23 per cent, the land revenue increased by 57, 22.6 and 15.5 per cent in 
the United Provinces, Madras and Bombay respectively, such a large increase of land 
revenue coupled with its commutation in cash and its collection at harvest time has 
' ' Gadgil, D.R., The Industrial Economy of India in Recent Times, 1860-1939, Oxford, 1942, p. 153. 
Gadgil, D.R., Congress Agrarian Inquiry Committee Report, Delhi, 1994, p. 28. 
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worked very unfavorably on the economic condition of cultivators of uneconomic 
holdings who form the majority in these Provinces'." The inevitable result of this 
excessive revenue demand was that the poor peasantry fell into the clutches of the 
money-lender. The Famine Commission in 1880 reported that 'One-third of the land-
holding classes are deeply and inextricably in debt' and the Simon Report 
acknowledged that 'the vast majority of peasants live in debt to the money-lender'. 
The commercialization of agriculture, that is, production for world and Indian 
market, subjected Indian agriculture to a stiff competition from great agricultural 
trusts in America, Europe and Australia. Moreover, it made the middleman, who 
knew the economic weakness of the agriculturist and exploited it, play a greater role. 
The poor peasant, under these conditions, became poorer still. 
The British policy not only ruined the Indian agriculture but also gave a 
shattering blow to Indian Industry. 
In the past India had a flourishing trade with Europe, Middle East, China and 
South-East Asia, and there were flourishing towns all over the country which 
specialized in handicrafts. Montgomery Martin testified to the fact before the 
Parliamentary Enquiry in 1840 and said, 'I do not agree that India is an agricultural 
country; India is as much a manufacturing country as an agricultural... her 
manufactures of various descriptions have existed for ages, and have never been able 
to be competed with by any nation wherever fair play has been given to them...'^^ But 
under the effect of British rule, 'the collapse of these was sudden and complete'.^^ 
When English merchants in India became the rulers after the battle of Plassey 
they came to wield the political power which they used to ftirther their economic 
interest. In England the Industrial Revolution created a powerful manufacturing class, 
which came to power and managed to deprive the Company of its trade monopoly 
with India in 1813. 
Mukerjee, Radhakamal, op. cit., p. 345. 
^^  Simon Report, Vol. I, p. 16. 
" Dutt, S.,o;), c/;,,p, 104. 
Gadgil, D.R., The Industrial Evolution of India in Recent Times, op. cit., p. 6. 
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The methods the British adopted in pushing their trade were the prevention of 
import of Indian goods in England by a high tariff wall, and by checking their free 
movement within the country by heavy customs and internal duties. 
"Already the English manufacturers in the earlier eighteenth century had led 
an attack against the East India Company because the imports of the superior Indian 
fabrics were creating a dangerous competition. By 1720 they had succeeded in 
securing the complete prohibition of the import of Indian skills and printed calicoes 
into England, and increasingly heavy duties were imposed on all Indian manufactured 
cotton goods."" 
"It was stated in evidence (in 1883) that the cotton and silk goods of India up 
to the period could be sold for a profit in the British market at a price from 50% to 
60% lower than those fabricated in England. It consequently became necessary to 
protect the latter by duties of 70% and 80% on their value, or by the positive 
prohibition. Had this not been the case, had not such prohibitory duties and decrease 
existed, the mills of Paisley and Manchester would have been stopped in their outset, 
and could scarcely have been again set in motion, even by the power of steam. They 
were created by the sacrifice of the Indian manufacturer." 
'In the parliamentary enquiry of 1840 it was reported that while British cotton 
and silk goods imported into India paid a duty of 3V2 per cent and woolen goods 2 per 
cent, Indian cotton goods imported into Britain paid 10 per cent, silk goods 20 per 
cent and woolen, goods 30 per cent.'^^ As for the internal customs Sir Charles 
Trevelyan in his Report on Transit Duties says, 'No less than two hundred and thirty-
five articles of personal and domestic use were subject to inland duties'. Thus the 
British destroyed both the home and foreign market of Indian industries. 
The Indian shipping Industry received a set-back by the decision of the Court 
of Directors to carry goods in British-owned ships only; Arms and Weapons industry 
was destroyed both the home and foreign market of Indian industries. 
The Indian shipping Industry received a set-back by the decision of the Court 
of Directors to carry goods in British owned ships only; Arms and Weapons industry 
" Dutt, S., op. cit., p. 27. 
^^  Ibid, p. 101. 
24 
was destroyed by the disappearance of Indian State Courts, and by the prohibition on 
the use and possession of fire-arms; Iron-smelting industry decUned due to restriction 
on imports in England and the purchase of British iron products by government for its 
requirement; the Salt-petre manufacture received a blow by tariff restriction and the 
discovery of chille nitrates. Thus industry after industry declined and finally died 
away. The village artisans too fell a victim to the new economic forces. The village 
carpenter, with the introduction of iron plough and crushing machine, had little work, 
the black-smith migrated to the cities to be absorbed in the new industries, the oil-man 
with the growing use of kerosene and the advent of oil-crusher, had little or no work. 
These handicraftsmen and artisans either moved on to agriculture resulting into 
overcrowding or swelled the ranks of landless labour. The flow of cheap British goods 
of all sorts and types, gave the last and the final blow to India's industrial life and 
prosperity. Thus was lost the age-old basis of India's economy - the balance between 
agriculture and industry. 
"It was not only the old manufacturing towns and centers that were laid waste, 
and their population driven to crowd and overcrowd the villages; it was above all the 
basis of the old village economy, the union of agriculture and domestic industry, that 
received its mortal blow. The millions of ruined artisans and craftsmen, spinners, 
weavers, potters, fanners, smelters, smiths, like fi-om the towns and from the villages, 
had no alternative save to crowd into agriculture."^^ 
Finally there was the costly governmental machinery with its 'British officials, 
its continual employment of European experts at high salaries, the multiplication of 
costly offices, the unknown amount of their occupants' savings transmitted to Great 
Britain'. Then there was the great drain on India's wealth, caused by the sending out 
of money raised as revenue, for the maintenance of India Office and payment of 
pensions to English Officials and the interest on English capital spent on Railways in 
India. 
Nehru gives a graphic picture: 
'" Ibid., p. 103. 
Besant, Annie, op. cit., p. 94. 
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"Thus India had to bear the cost of her own conquest and then of her 
transfer (or sale) from the East India Company to the British Crown and 
for the extension of the British Empire to Burma and elsewhere, and 
expeditions to Africa, Persia, etc. and for her defense against Indians 
themselves. She was not only used as a base for imperial purposes, 
without any re-imbursement for this, but she had further to pay for the 
training of part of the British Army jn England - 'Capitation' charges 
these were called. Indeed India was charged for all manner of other 
expenses incurred by Britain, such as the maintenance of British 
diplomatic and consular establishment in China and Persia, the entire 
cost of telegraph line from England to India, part of the expenses of the 
British Mediterranean fleet, and even the receptions given to the Sultan 
of Turkey in London."*' 
The British broke up the self-sufficing village communities, killed Indian 
industry, destroyed the traditional pattern of Indian economy by upsetting the balance 
which existed since ages between agriculture and domestic industry; created new 
classes, the landlord, the money-lender, the middleman, as a prop to their rule; built 
up a huge and costly administrative machinery; drained off India's wealth through 
plunder and heavy taxation. Thus the Imperial Britain reduced the once thriving and 
prosperous masses of India to poverty and starvation, which are the universal causes 
of revolutions against all rulers, internal or foreign. 
5. Birth of Indian National Congress: 
It is a well observed fact that origins are always obscure and more so of a 
social movement. So is the care with the origin of the Indian National Congress. The 
resentment which was piling up against the government began to express itself in the 
form of various associations in the presidency towns, such as East India Association, 
Madras Mahajan Sabha, Bombay Presidency Association, the Poona Sarvajanik 
Sabha, the Deccan Society and the servants of India Society.^^ But the credit for 
starting the first all-India Association, the Indian Association, goes to Surendranath 
Bannerjee. The Association became the centre of the agitation on all India bases. It 
brought together a galaxy of nationalist politicians like A.O. Hume, Manmohan 
Ghosh, W.C. Bannerjee etc.^ ^ The immediate spark and inspiration for starting of the 
Indian Association was provided by the European Defence Association whose object 
''' Nehru,J.,op. d/.,p. 252. 
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was to defeat the well-meant Ilbert Bill.^ '* Its organized active political propaganda 
throughout Indian awakened the people to a sense of political unity and concerted 
activity. At the call of the Indian Association about one hundred persons from various 
parts of Indian assembled in the Albert Hall College Square, Calcutta on December 
28, 1883 for the national conference. It was clearly for the first time that people from 
all over India had come together on the same platform. This great assembly was the 
precursor of the first session of the Indian National Congress held on the same date in 
1885. The country was thus prepared in men as well as material for the constitution of 
a national organization. It only required the genius of an expert architect to devise a 
suitable plan and lay the foundation stone. That architect was an English Man-Allan 
Octavian Hume, a retired ICS. Hume had been closely following the trend of events 
particularly during the viceroyalty of Lord Lytton and had been anxiously watching 
the clouds that were darkening the Indian horizon and come to the conclusion that the 
cure for the growing unrest lay in the foundation of a genuine national movement. He 
was the first to realize that Western education and ideas has let loose forces which 
unless guided and controlled may lead to an open letter dated March 1, 1883 he made 
his famous appeal to the graduates of Calcutta to set up an organization with 9 band of 
fifty young men with sufficient power of self sacrifice, sufficient love for and pride in 
the country, sufficient, genuine and unselfish heartfelt patriotism, who would be 
willing to devote the rest of their life to the cause of their countrymen. He urged them 
to organize an association for the mental social and political regeneration of the 
people of India. The appeal met with a ready response, and towards the close of 1884, 
the Indian National Union was formed. In March 1885, this Union decided to hold a 
meeting of the representatives from all parts of India during the Christmas. In April 
1885, a manifesto was issued inviting important persons to meet at Poona and to 
establish a national organization. Hume was put in charge of organizing it and settling 
the details. He made full use of his position as an ex-civilian in enlisting official 
sympathy and support. When all the preliminaries were settled, Hume sailed for 
England apparently to consult fiiends and sympathizers in British Parliament and 
outside, but actually to guard the British Public against all possible misapprehensions, 
suspicion and distrust that the proposed organization was likely to evoke. He returned 
64 Mazumdar, A. C, Indian National Evolution, New Delhi, 1974, p. 45. 
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to India in November 1885 and preparations started at Poena. But the venue of the 
conference had to be shifted to Bombay, as Poona came under the grip of cholera. 
By the morning of December 27, delegates from all parts of the country 
reached Bombay and the first meeting took place on 28 December 1885 in the Hall of 
Gokuldas Tejpal Sanskrit College and the Indian National Congress was bom. ^^  
It is clear from the preceding account that the INC did not come into being all 
of a sudden. As a matter affect it was the natural and logical issue of the awakening 
that came over India. It was the result of the religious reform movements and the 
impact of western education. It was the fixlfillment of the forces set into motion by the 
British rule itself In short, it was the culmination of a long process where in the soul 
of the nation long struggling to find expression did ultimately manage to emerge. 
Thus, the INC was brought into existence by the joint effort of both Indian and British 
democrats. 
The establishment of British rule in India works truly the beginnings of the 
first foreign rule, for in fact the British, unlike the former conqueror, maintained a 
race complex, never identifying themselves with the people. An examination of their 
governmental policies reveals in broad outline the two aspects of their rule, one 
constructive and the destructive. Their constructive activities include the 
establishment of a uniform administration, the development of the means of 
communications and the introduction of the Modem Western Education. The 
destmctive features of their mle are the adoption of measures which mined Indian 
agriculture and industry, and the exploitation of Indian economic resources to suit the 
interests of British Imperialism. As a result there of, the twin forces of nationalism 
were created. On the one hand the sense of national solidarity and democratic 
rationalism made headway; on the other hand, mass-poverty and discontentment were 
aggravated. These forces in the ultimate analysis became the motive power behind 
Indian Nationalism. The Religious Renaissance introduced the element of spiritualism 
and the Indian war of Independence (1857) that of revolution. Altogether, "Indian 
nationalism was the outcome of the new material conditions created in India and the 
new social forces which emerged as a result of the British conquest. It was the 
^^  Baneijee's speech at the first session, Quoted from Chirol, India, p. 80. 
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outcome of the objective conflict of interests, the interest of Britain to keep India 
politically, economically subjected to her and the interest of the Indian people for a 
free political economic and cultural evolution of the Indian society, which was 
intruded by the British rule.^^ 
Desai, A.R., op. cit., p. 158. 
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B. THE PARTITION OF BENGAL 
The year 1905 is me of the most eventful years in the history of Bengal. It 
would be no exaggeration to say that it was on epoch-making year, which left 
profound impact on the political history of the country. The decision to partition 
Bengal in two provinces which was announced on 7th July 1905 was one of the most 
unpopular steps taken by the government of Lord Curzon'^ (1895-1905). Bengal was 
divided in to two separate provinces the new province consisted of Assam, The three 
great Bengal divisions of Chittagong, Dacca and Rajasahi and a few minor pockets. It 
was to be a Muslim Majority province with 18 million Muslim and 12 Million 
Hindus. The capital of this new province was to be Decca. 
The origins of the partition of Bengal are to be found in Sir Strafford 
Northcotes's Minutes of IS"' January, 1868, in which Northcote pointed out the 
province of Bengal was so big that the out laying portions of the province suffered 
due to lack of attention in times of emergency. He referred to the Orissa famine of 
1866 as furnishing evidence of the defect of the existing system of government when 
CO 
exposed to the ordeal of a serious emergency. He suggested that Assam and possibly 
Orissa be separated from Bengal proper. 
In 1874, Assam, Sylhet, Cachar and Goalpara were separated from Bengal. 
The Bengalis accepted this transfer of the Bengali-speaking districts without demur 
because "Public Opinion was not then much of power and the solidarity of the 
Bengali-speaking people and their growing sense of unity had not become so 
pronounced a factor in the public life of the province".^^ 
It was however during the viceroyalty of Lord Curzon that the question of the 
large size of the province was one again taken up. In June, 1903, Lord Curzon 
prepared and exhaustive minute on the territorial redistribution in India. Part II of that 
minute dealt with Bengal. On the basis of the minute H.H. Risley, Secretary to the 
67 George Nathaniel Curzon, 1st Marquess Curzon of Kedleston, (11 January 1859 - 20 March 
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Government of India, addressed letters to the Government of Bengal, Madras, the 
central provinces and Assam containing proposals for the reduced territorial 
jurisdiction of the Lieutenant Governor of Bengal and affecting changes in the 
territories of other provinces to whose government also the Letter was addressed. 
The Government said that the partition Bengal into two provinces was purely 
on administrative measure. It had three aims in dividing the province. Firstly, it 
wanted to relieve the Government of Bengal of a part of the burden imposed upon it 
and at the same time it wanted to make provision for more efficient administration of 
the outlaying districts of the province. Secondly, the government wanted to promote 
the development of Assam by enlarging its jurisdiction so as to give it an outlet to the 
sea and thirdly the government wanted to unite under a single administration the 
scattered sections of the Oriya-speaking population.^' It was further proposed to 
detach Chittagong and the districts of Dacca and Mymensingh from Bengal and add 
them to Assam. Similarly, Chhota Nagpur was also to be cut off from Bengal and to 
be incorporated with the Cenfral Provinces. The Government's proposals were 
officially published in January, 1904. 
In February, 1904, Lord Curzon made an official tour of the districts of eastern 
Bengal " ostensibly with the object of ascertaining public opinion, but really to over 
79 
awe it. " The Viceroy addressed public meeting at Chittagon, Dacca and 
Mjmiensing. The meetings that he addressed were specially convened for the purpose 
and his audiences were mostly Mohammadans. He explained to them that his object in 
partitioning Bengal was not only to relieve the Bengal Administration, but also to 
create a Mohammedan province where Islam would be predominant and its followers 
in the ascendancy and that with this view he had decided to include the two remaining 
districts of the Dacca division in his scheme.^^ But the "trend of feeling was 
sufficiently manifested by the swarms of small boys in the streets carrying placards on 
which was inscribes the legend, "Do not turn us in to Assamese".^'* The walls of 
Dacca streets were placarded with mottos containing the word. : "Pray do not 
™ Ur^tv>a D.iKl;^ T o*ta.-M^ I t T Q A^t^A /"'„1„,tt„ Tfd 
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sever Bengalis", "Do not divide us", do not flout history and nationality". The 
viceroy's speeches were mostly conciliatory and explanatory in character. He told the 
people of Dacca that he never entertained the intention ascribed to him by the 
placards.''^ But before he had been very long in eastern Bengal, Curzon had "realized 
that this scheme in the form it had them assumed would be unacceptable.''^ However, 
the truth about Curzon is that there never was any real desire in him "to defer to 
public opinion and abide by its decision."'''' He carried out his scheme in spite of the 
public opposition. 
To begin with, the partition of Bengal was unpalatable to all sections of the 
Bengalis, "We felt that we have been insulted humiliated and tricked". We fell that 
the whole of our future was at a stake, and that it was a deliberate blow aimed at the 
growing solidarity and self-consciousness of the Bengali- speaking population. The 
Muslims for whom a province was sought to create by the viceroy were opposed to 
the measure. 
The Muslim Chronicle, an important Muslims paper of Calcutta in its editorial 
date 9"^  January, 1904 said. We do not recollect the there has in the discussion of 
public questions ever before so much unanimity of voice as that which is raising its 
shouts of protests against the proposed partition of Bengal. The central 
Mohammedan Association of Calcutta Condemned the Proposed partition of Bengal 
at a meeting held in February, 1904 Most of the speakers at the said meeting were 
very important Muslim leaders of the time. They were Mir Motahar Hussain, 
Zamindar of Barisal : Seraj ul Islam Chaudhary of Chittagong, member of Bengal 
Legislative Council: and Abdul Hamid, Editor of the Muslim Chronicle view of the 
Central Mohammedan Association thus expressed were forwarded to the Government 
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Besides Muslims a large section of Anglo Indian Press, such as the statement 
the Englishman and the times of India and which were recognized as semi official 
organs also condemned the proposal. Even some important papers of England like the 
times Manchester Guardian and the Daily News, also Condemned the measure. It is 
indeed difficult to conceive, R.C. Majumdar said that, "of a more Unanimous and 
persistent opposition to a Government measure; there is certainly no precedent in the 
previous history of British rule in India. 
The Bengalis resisted the Partition of their province with all the vehemence at 
their command. They did not accept the Government's contention that the partition of 
the province was and administrative measure and that the government had no ulterior 
motive it. They felt that it was a deliberate attempt on the part of the British 
government to drive a wedge at the growing solidarity of the Bengali speaking people 
and to create differences between the Hindus and the Muslims of Bengal. Banerjea 
Says : To have divided Bengal in to two provinces keeping the Bengali speaking 
population together in on province and the rest in the other, would have removed all 
administrative inconvenience, whatever they were and gratified public opinion. But 
this would not suit Lord Curzon and his Government. For as we believe there was on 
underlying motive, which would not be satisfied with such a division of the 
province. There appear to be truth in the Bengal points of view that Curzon was 
motivated by polifical considerations and not administrative in dividing Bengal. From 
his letters to the authorities in England, it is abundantly clear that the viceroy wanted 
to undermine the solidarity of the politically advanced Bengalis and at lessening the 
political importance of Calcutta in Indian affairs. This is amply proved by his letter 
dated l?"" February, 1904 to the secretary of state for India in which the viceroy said 
"The Bengalis, who like to think of themselves a nation, and who dream of a future 
when the English will have been turned out and a Bengali Babu will be installed in 
Government House. Calcutta, off course bitterly resent any disruption that will be 
likely to interfere with the realization of this dream. If are weak enough to yield to 
their clamor now, we shall not be able to dismember or reduce Bengal again, and you 
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will be cementing and solidifying, on the eastern flanks of India, a Force already 
formidable and certain to be a source of increasing trouble in future. 
The Viceroy also aimed at driving a wedge "between Bengali Hindus and 
Bengali Muslims" The newly created province of Eastern Bengal and Assam would 
have a Muslim Majority. During his tour of Eastern Bengal, he emphasized this aspect 
again and again in his speeches. Addressing a public meeting of Dacca, he traced the 
history of Dacca city and lamented its gradual decay and downfall. He said that his 
partition proposal would not make Dacca the Capital of a new province, but would 
also give the people of the area a preponderant voice in the administration of the 
province and "invest the Mohammedans in Eastern Bengal with a unity which they 
have not enjoyed since the days of the old Musalman Viceroys and Kmgs. 
Thus, Curzon's motives in dividing Bengal were two-fold : (1) to undermine 
the influence of the Bengalis and the city of Calcutta in national affairs; and (2) to 
undermine the growing solidarity of the Bengali-speaking people and to drive a 
distances between the Hindus and the Musalmans. 
The people of Bengal refused to accept-partition as a settled fact." The 
"Bengalee", an important newspaper of the Province edited by Surendranath Benerjee 
Published on 7"^  July, 1905, a leading article under the caption: "A grave National 
Disaster" which wanted the Government of an Impending National Struggle of the 
greatest magnitude in case the Government did not reverse their decision."^^ B.C. Pal, 
a Bengali leader of the time, said "The whole country with one voice have protest 
against and have prayed that prayer has not been given any heed to. He added "The 
added the partition was an evil measure, the partition was hateful measure".^^ 
The agitation against the partition of the Bengal emanated from the city of 
Calcutta. There was a public meeting at the town hall of Calcutta on 7"" August, 1905, 
which was organized by the prominent leaders of Bengal like Surendranath Benerjea 
and Babu Ananth Bandhu Guha. The meeting was a grand success. Large number of 
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people from all walk of life attended it, Resolution were passed condemning the 
partition of Bengal and appealing to Government to repeal the same. But it did not 
have any effect on the Government. The Calcutta town Hall meeting was followed by 
more than 2,000 public meeting in that province, attended by both the Hindus and the 
Muslims and differing in numbers from 500 to 5000 and sometimes even 50,000 
people attended the meetings in some parts of Bengal. They all condemned the 
partition of Bengal and urged upon the Government to cancel it. 
The Government tried to suppress the anti-partition agitation by introducing 
repressive measures much on the Tsarina Partition, the singing of national songs and 
even the cry of Bande Mataram, were forbidden. School boys were prose cuted, 
military and punitive police were stationed in certain areas, public meetings were 
forcibly dispersed and even Surendranath Banerjea, a much respected leader was 
manhandled and humiliated at Barisal. Referring to the Barisal incident, Rash Bihari 
Ghosh observed. I have no hesitation in saying that we should be less than men if we 
could forget the tragedy of that day the memory of which will always fill us with 
OQ 
shame and humiliation. 
Besides, trying to suppress the agitation the British government also tried to 
win over the Muslims to its side. We have seen that the Muslims were opposed to the 
partition plan in the beginning. Lord Curzon had created a Muslim majority province 
of course without the Muslims demanding the same. He therefore, thought it 
necessary to enlist the support of the Muslims to his plan. Running his tour of east 
Bengal he had tried to impress upon his Muslim audience the benefit of partition to 
them. Moreover, "Shortly after the partition the government of India advanced a team 
to relieve the Nawab SalimuUah's private munificence from bank ruptey a loan 
amounting to about of 100,000 at what was for India a very low rate of Interest". This 
benevolent action, combined with certain privileges granted to Mohammedans was 
supposed by many Hindu to have encouraged the Nawab and his coalitionists in 
taking a still more favorable view of the partition itself '^^  The Nawab was made to 
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believe that in the new province the interests of the Musalmans will dominate the 
administration of the new province and the Nawab as their leader will occupy a 
unique position there.^' Sir Bam Fylde fuller, the It. Governor of the new province 
made certain indiscreet speeches which had to affect of setting the Muslims against 
the Hindus. The just was taken in earnest, and the Musalmans genuinely believed that 
the British authorities were ready to forgive them all excesses.^^ This encouraged the 
Musalmans and it is said that "Priestly Mullahs went through the country preaching 
the revival of Islam and proclaiming to the villagers that the British government was 
on the Mohammedan side, that the law courts had been specially suspended for three 
months and no penalty would be exacted for violence done to Hindus or for the loot of 
Hindu shops or the abduction of Hindu widow. ^  
Consequently, riots broke out in Eastern Bengal at places like Comilla, 
Jamalpur, Mymensing etc, and "These communal riots came to be almost a normal 
feature in some parts of the Eastern Bengal.'''' Many people were killed; temples were 
desecrated, images broken, shop plundered and many Hindu widow carried off But 
the Bengalis continued to agitate against the partition. They intensified the agitation 
by adopting the twin weapons of Boycott and Swadeshi against the British 
Manufactured goods. 
They adopted these weapons only after the method of constitutional agitation 
namely prayers protests appeals, petitions and conferences had failed to get the 
partition of Bengal cancelled. Thus the boycott and Swadeshi Movements were 
devised and used by the Bengalis as a political weapon to realize to the object. 
The Boycott movement was first used as part of the freedom struggle by the 
people of Ireland. The idea came to India in the last quarter of the 19"" Century when 
"Boycotf of India in the last quarter of the 19* Century when "Boycotf of foreign 
goods was advocated as a means for revival of Indian Industries. "Boycott" in Indian 
context meant abjuring the use of all foreign manufactured goods particularly salt 
sugar, cloth etc, by 'Swadeshi, the use of indigenous products was recommended in 
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place of foreign products. The Bengalis used these weapons with a twofold object-
"First as a demonstration of their deep resentment at the treatment they were 
receiving, and secondly to attract the attention of the people in England to their 
grievances, so that those who were in a position to call the Government of India to 
account might understand what was taking place in India".^^ It is said the people from 
all walks of life participated in the "Boycotf and Swadeshi Movement, Haridas 
Mukherjea and Uma Mukherjea said that the Zamindars the pleaders the students, the 
youths the peasants' and the shopkeepers and even medical men and native many. 
Brahmins and priests, barbers and washer men all played on important part in the 
extension of the Boycott- Swadeshi Movement.^^ The washer man held a meeting at 
Baalia in which they resolved not so wash foreign made clothes. The barber refused to 
shave people who used foreign made goods. The priests in East Bangal refused 
perform Pujahns and ceremonies in the house of people who used foreign goods. 
Swadeshi volunteer pick kitted shop selling foreigner good and tried to persuade the 
customer and shopkeepers alike not to sell or purchase foreign goods. These volunteer 
often made a torn fire of foreign made cloth and shouted Bande Mataram. Sometimes 
the over entihusiasen of these volunteers in Preventing people from purchasing 
foreign made articles resulted in Police Interference. Consequently, the police used 
the so-called mild lathe change and Swadeshi volunteer were merci lessly beaten. 
Cases were instituted against then and the volunteer students were punished by their 
go 
schools and colleges as well. 
The entire country sympathized with the Bengali and openly sided with them. 
"The Parsi, the Maratha, the Madrasi, the Sindhi, and the Punjabi rose as one man 
with the Bengali to undo the settled fact".^ ^ The Honorable Mr. Krishnan Nair of 
Madras feelingly observed at the congress of 1908. The partition of Bengal affects 
the whole country like a deep bleeding and in healing would. So long as such a wound 
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or enjoy repose."^'' The Indian National congress was opposed to the proposal of the 
partition ever since it comes to know of it. The congress of 1903 expressed its deep 
concern at the Government intention of breaking up territorial division which has 
been of long standing.'"' The congress of 1904 at its Bombay session protested 
against the proposed of the Government of India for the partition of Bengal in any 
manner what so ever.'"^ But when in spite of public opinion, the Government divided 
Bengal; the Congress registered a strong protest against the partition at its Banaras 
session in 1905. The congress did not merely expressed sympathy with the Bengalis, 
but adopted, boycott and Swadeshi as its own cut. Speaking of Swadeshism, Gokhale 
spoke in 1905 at the 21^' Congress, "you see the cradle of a New India. To speak of 
such a movement as disloyal is a lie and calumny. We love England, with all her 
faults, but we love India more is this is disloyalty, we I am proud to say, disloyal. 
Mr. C.Y. Chindamani moved the resolution at the twenty fifth Congress supporting 
the Swadeshi movement and urged upon the educated people to help indigenous 
industries by using their products. The Allahabad congress of 1910 supported the 
Swadeshi movement in the following words sustained efforts the growth of Industries 
capable of development in this country, and to respond to the efforts of Indian 
producer by giving preference, whenever practicable, to Indian products over 
imported commodities even at a sacrifice.'°'* 
The Partition of Bengal roused most intense public opposition in the united 
provinces, Madras, Bombay and Central provinces. It was an All- India Movement 
which roused the entire country from one comer to the of the reaction of the people in 
different provinces the petition of Bengal. 
1. Reaction in the Madras: 
During the time of the anti partition agitation in Bengal Bipin Chandra pal 
toured the Madras presidency and delivered several important speeches. His visit let 
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to anti-British disturbances and discovery behavior, particularly among students. 
On 31'' May, 1907 students is alleged to have insulted Major Camp. I.M.S. the 
District Medical officer of Cocanada. Major Kemp struck the youth and the result was 
that a mass collected the same evening and attacked and wrecked the club where he 
was diving.'"^ On 21"' June, 1907 the government of Madras were obliged to punish 
several of the students of the Rajahmundry College for defying the orders of the 
Principal at the time of B.C. Pal's visit on 30"" August, 1907 a mass of students 
attacked the senate house. 
2. Bombay and Central Provinces: 
There were disturbances in the Bombay city in July, 1908 more particularly 
among the mill workers in consequence of the prosecution of Bal Gangadhar Tilaks 
for sedition. The police and the troops had to be employed and on six different days 
they opened fire on the mob and according to the Government version, 15 people 
were killed and 38 wounded. Several police officers were also wounded. The Mission 
House at Pandharpur was attacked and one of the Missionaries miss steel was badly 
breaten, riots accrued in Nagpur in the course which Mr. Jones, Principal of the 
Morris College was strong. 
3. United Provinces: 
The people of the united provinces did not behind their Bengal brethren in 
protesting against the partition of Bengal. The 'Advocate' of Lucknow said that the 
"partition was not needed, but was pressed forward with ulterior motive". It accused 
the viceroy of carrying out the scheme of partition "in a manner most distasteful to the 
people" and warned the Government that partition "will not succeed in dividing a 
people united in sentiments".'"' The Citizen of 24"" July, 1905. Described the partition 
of Bengal as a national calamity and requested the government to reconsider its 
decision and rectify the mistake."'^ The Indian people of 7* September, 1905 
commented. It is enough to us that a unanimous public opinion has condemned the 
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Government's proposals in a most unmistakable language. Bengalis regard the 
partition as a political Measure aimed at their progress which will be productive of 
direfial consequence. They may be right in their apprehensions or they may not be; we 
ourselves are convinced they are right. What then? Should the opinions, the wishes, 
the aspirations the feelings, the sentiments of Millions people go for nothing at all. 
The arrest and improvement of Babu Surendranath Banerjee at Barisal on 16* April, 
1906 caused anguish and resentment and provoked angry comments in the 
newspapers. The advocate declared that nonhuman however could degrade 
Surendranath Banerjee in the eyes of his countrymen."" The Hindustani of IS"' April, 
1906 and the 'Oudh Akhbar' of 24*, 25th, 26* and 27* April, 1906 condensed the 
incident in the strongest possible language. "The man whom the magistrate of Bansal, 
declared the Indian People sentenced to a fine stands higher today in the estimation of 
his countrymen than he did the day before the District superintendent of police 
arrested him and men pushed one another in the struggle to take the dust of his feet."' 
The arrest and conviction of Suredranath Banerjea at Barisal was followed by meeting 
of protest under the auspices of the Indian National congress all over India and gave a 
1 1 9 
fi-esh lease of life to the agitation against the Partition. Protest meetings were held 
at Allahabad under the auspices of People like Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, and Pandit 
Madam Mohan Malvia."^ On 29* April, 1906 at the Swadeshi Bazar at Agra a protest 
meeting was held under the president ship of Mr. Gobind Sahai, a local Barrister. 
These meetings condemned the treatment meted out to Babu Surendranath Banerjea at 
Bansal and a telegram explaining the unprecedented state of Intense alarm and 
indignation caused by the arrest of Surendranath Banerjea was sent to the Viceroy 
with a request to sooth public excitement.""* 
The Muslims opinion in the united provinces favored the partition and urged 
the Government not to annul it. The Aligarh Institute Gazette said the partition of 
Bengal will prove. God Send to the Muscleman residents of that province who will 
109 Indian People, Allahabad, 7* September, 1905. 
"° Advocate, Lucknow, 19"" April, 1906 
' ' ' Indian People. Allahabad, 19"^  April ,1906 
112 Summary of the Administration of the Earl of Minto, Viceroy and Governor-General of India, 
November, 1905-1910, Home Deptt. para-2, pp. 5-6 
Citizen, Allahabad, 30* April, 1906 
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now find a splendid opportunity for making rapid progress both in their education and 
social position. 
The 'Zamana' of April and May, 1906 published the opinions of some 
prominent Muslim leader of the time like Altaf Hussain Hali of Panipat, Zakaullah of 
Delhi, Maulana Shibli, Ghulam-us-Saqlain, editor of'Asr-i-Jadid'. Abdul Kadir, late 
editor of the observer and Sheikh Muhammad Iqbal on the partition issue and the 
Swadeshi Movement. Hali admitted the usefulness of the Swadeshi movement but 
urged that it should be disassociated from the anti-partition agitation, before the 
Musalmans could be persuaded to join the Swadeshi movement. Maulavi Zakaullah 
said that the Swadeshi movement was good in itself, but he too, did not favor the anti-
partition agitation Maulana Shibli said that nothing could be more beneficial to India 
than the Swadeshi Movement Provided it had not been started to intimidate the 
Government in to complying with the demands of the Bengalis. Khwaja Ghulam-us-
Saqlain thought that the Swadeshi Movement was good for both Hindus and 
Musalmans, but did not approve of the boycott of only English goods. Sheikh Abdul 
Kadil wrote that a true Swadeshi movement and not transitory outburst patriotism in 
resentment against a Government measure was sure to prove a blessing to the country, 
provided that it was maintained with perseverance and patience. Sheikh Muhammad 
Iqbal admitted that the Swadeshi movement was useful to both Hindus and 
Musalmans, but did not like the boycott of only English goods.' '^  
These Musalman leaders while favoring the Swadeshi movement did not want 
it to be used as a weapon to coerce the Government to annul the partition of Bengal. 
The "Rohilkhand Gazette' of 24* August, 1906 said that the question of the partition 
of Bengal should not be reconsidered and went too far is to advise the Musalmans to 
keep away from the Swadeshi movement."^ Thus, the Muslim opinion in the province 
was for the partition of Bengal, as they thought that it was beneficial to the Muslims 
of that province. They did not think that the entire Bengali people both Hindus and 
Musalmans were one people and spoke the lame language. 
" ' Aligarh Institute Gazette, 30* June, 1906 
"^ Zamana, Kanpur, April & May, 1906. 
' " Rohilkhand Gazette, Bareilly, 24* August, 1906. 
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4. Terrorist Activities in Bengal 
The anti partition agitation in Bengal was peaceful and constitutional in the 
beginning, but when it appear that it was not yielding any fruit, some Youngman 
adopted terrorist methods and used pistols and bombs Indiscriminately. They made an 
unsuccessful attempt to blow up a train in which it. Governor of Bengal was traveling 
and on attempt was made to murder B.C. Allen, District Magistrate of Dacca. There 
were some more disturbances in east Bengal in which a number of Europeans were 
attacked Mr. Higginbotham, a Missionary of Kushtia in Bengal, was attacked. On 4 
March, 1908 but he escaped, on 30"^  April, 1908, a bomb intended for the district 
judge. Mr. Kingsford, who was formerly chief Presidency Magistrate of Calcutta, was 
thrown by Mistake into a carriage in which Mr. and Mrs. Kennedy, the wife and 
daughter of a European pleader, were returning home from a club at Muzaffarpur. 
Both and Ladies died of their injuries. The Calcutta police discovered a secret 
society connected with the Yugantar and 'Bande Mataram', News-papers. The object 
of the society was to train young men throughout Bengal to murder officials by means 
of fire arms and explosive in the hope of ultimately paralyzing the administration." 
To small the revolutionary founds, there were a number of political dacoities 
in Bengal. Eight such dacoities occurred in 1908, 1909 and 1910. Seventeen such 
170 
occurrences were reported. The most daring docioty was committed at Rajendrapur 
in Dacca in a running train in the Assam-Bengal railway in which a consignment of 
bullion was stolen by a party of armed revolutionaries who killed me of the persons 
guarding the consignment and wounded two others, escaping with their spoil from the 
train in motion.'^' 
The effect of the anti-partition agitation, the adoption by the people of 
Swadeshi and boycott movements, supported by the Indian National Congress, and 
the people of the country as a whole and the terrorist activities in Bengal convinced 
the British Government that the Bengalis would rather break but not bend on this 
issue. Thus, to so other public opinion, the British Government decided to annual the 
"^ Ghos, K.C., the Role of Honor, Calcutta, 1965, p. 161. 
Summary of the Administration of Earl of Minto. Home Deptt. Simla, 1910, para 8. 
'-° Ibid.,Para-72,p. 12 
'^' Ibid. 
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partition of Bengal and an announcement to that effect was made by this majesty in 
person at Delhi on 12"^  December, 1911; the news of the imminent of the partitions of 
Bengal was received with joy all over India, particularly in Bengal. "So great was the 
joy and enthusiasm created by the announcement: The congress and important organs 
of public opinion thanked the British Government for undoing the wrong. The 
congress of 1911 recorded its sense of gratitude to the Government of India for 
recommending the modification of the partition of Bengal and to the Secretary of state 
for sanctioning it. It also thanked his majority, the king emperor for the same. The 
leader of Allahabad welcome the news of the annulment of the partition and observed 
the announcement about the territorial redistribution will come to Bengal as healing to 
its gaping wounds and the Bengalis could not have wished for a more complete 
vindication of the justice of their cause and British statesmanship could not have 
wished for a more graceful and a more telling manner of indicating its reputation for 
wisdom and resourcefulness.'^^ The Oudh Akbar of 15* December, 1911, said that 
the announcement would cause sincere joy and pleasure to the people of Bengal.' 
The Abhyudaya of 17* December, 1911 felt that the undoing of the partition will give 
the utmost satisfaction not only to the Bengalis but to all thoughtful Indians. 
The partition of Bengal on the agitation against it had for reaching effects on 
the Indian history and National life. The twin weapons of Swadeshi and boycott 
adopted by the Bengalis became a creed with the Indian National Congress and they 
were used more effectively in future conflicts with the Government. They formed the 
basis of Gandhi's Non-co-operation, Satyagraha and khadi movement. The Indians 
had discovered the unique value of the methods of passive resistance, Swadeshi and 
Boycott movements. They also had come to know that organized political agitation 
and public opinion can force the Government to accede to public demand. 
Twenty sixth Congress, Calcutta, 1911, Resolution No.II Congress, Cyclopedia, Vol. I, K. Iswara 
Dutta, Delhi, 1967, p. 256. 
' " Ze«^^/-, Allahabad, 14"" December, 1911 
' -" Oudh Akhbar, 15* December, 1911 





RISE OF MAHATMA 
^ 
GANDHI IN INDIA 
• • 'K_ 
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"Honest, but a Bolshevik and for that reason very dangerous" so was Gandhi 
described in 1918 by Lord Willingdon Governor of Bombay. 
The above cited lines by Willingdon depict Gandhi to be a revolutionary, of 
course, as he was able to remove all genres of tyranny and social evils and injustice 
but never had ill-will towards any one. 
The questions now arises how this Mahatma was able to bring the entire 
nation on a single platform against the colonial state and brought to knee the British 
Empire. Whether he was a great saint or prophet? No, it was his love and sacrifice not 
far particular nation, society or community but for everyone, which mobilized the 
masses. 
The whole Gandhian philosophy revolves around the concept of non-violence 
(Ahimsa) and Satyagraha (path of truth), which was believed is being a nucleus for 
Indian politics and became a solid hindrance to the colonial power. He was not 
confined to his country or religion but he worked for humanity. 
It was not for the first time, that people were raising their voices against the 
ruling classes. Our past witnessed much popular resistance. There were several 
instances, when people were forced brutally and were engaged in violence. But in 
many situations, protests were totally non-violent. For example - Dhandhak, which 
was a regular practice in Himalayan state aggrieved people marched to the capital city 
and demanded an audience with the monarch. The people believed that they are 
helping their rulers by drawing his attention to rottenness within his state. The other 
was hijrat prevalent in Mughal Indian. Gandhi was very well acquainted with this 
tradition.^ 
1 Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi (2 October 1869 - 30 January 1948) was a pre-eminent political 
and ideological leader of India during the Indian independence movement. He pioneered 
Satyagraha, resistance to tyranny through mass civil resistance.^'' His philosophy was firmly 
founded upon ahimsa (nonviolence). His philosophy and leadership helped India gain 
independence and inspired movements for civil rights and freedom across the world. Gandhi is 
often referred to as Mahatma or "Great Soul" (magnanimous), an honorific first applied to him by 
Rabindranath Tagore. In India, he is also called Bapu or Father and officially honored in India as 
the Father of the Nation. His birthday, 2 October, is commemorated as Gandhi Jayanti, a national 
holiday, and worldwide as the International Day of Non-Violence. Gandhi was assassinated on 30 
January 1948 by Nathuram Godse. 
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In 1909, an incident flashed back in his mind-I" remember an instance, when 
in a small principality, the villagers were offended by some command issued by the 
prince. The former immediately began vacating the village. The prince became 
nervous apologized to his subjects and withdrew his commands. 
Even ancient literatures and inscriptions provide evidences of such traditions 
for example-'Caritas which appears in Manusmiriti and Kaya-varta in Marwari 
inscriptions of 1141-42.^ 
In the region of Gujarat and Rajasthan, 'traga' (carried on by members of 
Bhats and Charan communities) was practiced by a wronged party to threaten the 
others, if their grievances were not looked after.^ 
Gandhi molded these practices as they were not condemned and restricted by 
the Supreme British laws but over ruled by the feeling of hatred for one another. He 
wanted to launch a legitimate means of resistance, based on older practices, keeping 
in mind to avoid the violent activities. 
Ahimsa and Satyagraha were the main weapons carried by Gandhi in the 
entire national struggle. These were not meant for bloodshed but to risk one's life to 
save humanity. 
If we throw light on Mahatma's life, religion had left deep impressions on his 
soul. He puts Tulsidas Ramayana at the top of all religious literatures. The recitation 
of Bhagvat Gita on every ekadashi day in Rajkot impressed him a lot.** 
At the same place he came into contact with different religions and developed 
a sense of interest, respect and toleration in his teens towards other religions. All this 
made him God-fearing man. 
It was not only religious literature but secular literature equally impressed 
Gandhian thoughts. He was deeply influenced by the writings of Tolstoy, Ruskin and 
'' Gandhi M.K., Hind Swaraj, trans. Mahadev Desai, Ahmadabad, 1938, p. 83. 
' Hardiman, D., op.cit., p. 44. 
' Ibid., p. 45, 
' Ibid. 
Gandhi, M. K., My Experiment with Truth, trans. Mahadev Desai, Ahmadabad, 1927, pp. 48-51. 
" Ibid, pp. 47-48. 
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others. "Unto This Last" by Ruskin gave strength to his ideas that "the good of 
individuals hes in the good of all." Tolstoy's - the kingdom of God is within you-
showed him the path that how to control and liberate one self through sufferings. With 
all these thoughts and ideas he established ashram at Phoenix in South Africa. It was a 
place of communal harmony where persons were sharing same path of truth and 
moralities. Ashram was open for all Indians and non-Indians. 
'Spiritualizing politics' was something which was told to Gandhi, by his 
political Guru, Gopal Krishan Gokhale. Servants of Indian Society by Gokhale 
inspired Gandhi a lot. Its application was not limited to his ashrams but was expanded 
to his politics." In Young India - January 1921 - Gandhi stated - "If India adopted 
the doctrine of love as an active pat of her religion and in her politics, Swaraj would 
descend upon India from heaven." 
The next phase of Gandhi's life met with the new experience of 
Brahmacharya. It was the 'Zullu Rebellion', in South Africa, which gave him this 
concept. This was the time when Gandhi thought of serving humanity whole heartedly 
by giving up all his pleasure of life.'^ 
As soon as he reached Phoenix he shared it with his friends. Among them 
some friends encouraged him while others define it as an arduous task. 
According to Gandhi - Brahmacharya is a path to reach the truth. He says -
"Brahmacharya is not merely mechanical celibacy, it means complete control all over 
the senses and freedom from lust, in words, thoughts and deeds." As such it is a royal 
road to self-realization or attainment of Brahma."'^ 
He stated his concept of Brahmacharya in Harijan - 15* June 1947 that - "The 
vast majority of us want to marry, to have children and generally to enjoy ourselves ~ 
- but there are — exceptions to the general rule, some men have wanted to live a life 
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They will not divide their time between rearing of a special family and tending of 
general human family they will be celibates for the sake of God and renounce the 
laxities of life and find their enjoyment in its austere rigors. They may be 'in the 
world' but 'not' of it'. Their food, their business — their recreation, their outlook on 
life must therefore be different from the general. '^  
Not only the epics-and literature but also his practical life forced him to serve 
human and to eradicate social evils such as racial discrimination. In South Alrica, he 
saved the Indian community from the discriminations of the whites. For long 20 years 
he fought for the rights of Indians, living in South Africa. In 1907, he switch to the 
passive resistance, which brought more success to him in 1914, as the South African 
government made a compromise with the Indian and were forced to give concessions 
to the Indian. 
'Indian Opinion' founded by Gandhi in June 1903, become a medium to 
express his opinion and views, and later on with the same medium he gave 
instructions about passive resistance. 
It was in Johannesburg, that the principle of Satyagraha was ripening inside 
Gandhi before its name came into existence. In his autobiography he explains that 
when it was bom he was unable to express it. The English phrase 'passive resistance' 
was used to describe it but soon he found its limitation, and 'that it was supposed to 
be a weapon of the weak, that it would be characterized by hatred, and that it could 
finally manifest itself as violence.' Finally, Maganlal Gandhi gave the word 
'Satyagraha' for which he also received the prize. To make it more transparent it was 
slightly changed to 'Satyagraha' by Gandhi.'^ 
In his letter address to Shankarlal, on 2"** September, 1917, he discussed the 
idea about Satyagraha. He wrote - The English phrase 'passive resistance' does not 
suggest the power I wish to write about", Satyagraha" in the right word. Satyagraha is 
a soul force, as opposed to armed strength. Since, it is essential an ethical weapon, 
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The literal meaning of the word 'Satyagraha' is 'insisting upon the truth and 
adhering to it'. 
For a practitioner of Satyagraha, it is necessary to fight against injustice and 
tyranny, without hating or having fear of an oppressor. This is a non-violent struggle 
against oppression.' Love' is placed all above these methods, and hatred is no where 
in practice. 
Gandhi wrote that - 'a man who believes that Satyagraha may be started only 
after weighing the chances of defeat and victory and assuring one-self of the certainty 
of victory may be a shrewd enough politician or an intelligent man, but he is no 
Satyagraha acts spontaneously.^^ 
As far as his principle of non-violence was concerned, he placed Ahimsa at the 
top of all moral-values. 
Gandhi represents woman as an incarnation of Ahimsa. He wrote - 'Ahimsa 
means infinite capacity for suffering, which but woman, the mother of man show this 
capacity in the largest measure. She shows it as she carries the infant and feed it 
during nine months and derives joy in the suffering involved. 
Ahimsa is matchless. It is weapon out of reach of a coward. It is a force which 
spreads love and kindness all over. That's way it was placed at the highest level. 
He laid emphasis on Ahimsa in education as well. He said - "the sun of 
Ahimsa carries all the hosts of darkness, such as hatred, anger and malice, before 
himself Ahimsa in education shines clear and for, and can no more be hidden even as 
the sun cannot be hidden by any means.^ "^  
Gandhi lived Ahimsa in public life he expressed that it is 'bom out of 
compassion'. He stated that where there is no compassion there is no Ahimsa. The test 
of Ahimsa is compassion.^^ 
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Sometime it was religion and sometimes it was his bitter experiences of life 
which shaped the personality of Mahatma Gandhi. 
When he was back to Indian in 1915, with his two novel methods of 
Satyagraha and Ahimsa, which were part and Parcel of his life, he successfully 
launched the programmes, which include the masses against the huge colonial empire. 
And all this made him 'Father of the Nation.' 
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A. CHAMPARAN MOVEMENT 
Gandhi, who was entitled as 'Mahatma', was not just a man, who fought for 
the cause of nation, but was a 'JUST' man, of high thinking and simple living. 
Significant personality of Gandhi became transparent in the eyes of Indian 
people after the popular Champaran Satyagraha. 
Champaran was a land of King Janaka,^^ and also that of Mahatma, as it 
witnessed great efforts made by Gandhi and his fellow workers along with peasants to 
champion the cause of indigo raiyats. Indigo cultivation was practiced in the region of 
Sindh, Agra, Kamataka, Ahmadabad, Surat and Madras during the medieval period. 
The Ain-i-Akbari of Abul Fazal clearly mentions the production of indigo of high 
quality in Agra. 
Bengal and Tirhut are also mentioned but there is no description of the region 
of lower province of Bengal. 
Supply of Indigo to Great Britain was almost stopped, as resisted by both 
American and West Indies due to American war of Independence and Slave Revolt. 
So the British turned their attention on foreign countries, this was a period when 
British trade was in a full swing in Indian sub-continents. 
Indigo plantation was completely under a private ownership, but from 1780's 
onwards, the Directors of East India Company, had a full say in the affairs of Indigo 
plantation. Now, it could be followed by Company's servants along with their offices. 
They started penetrating in the interior dehats. 
Later on, the Indigo industry did not need any financial dependence on 
company, and the planters established themselves on their own. The large amount of 
capital was now transferred to Great Britain by the company's servant, which was 
regarded "Legal, advantageous and adequate," by Court of Directors. Soon the region 
of Bengal and Bihar was the main source of indigo supply to the entire world.^ *^  
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During 1895, indigo plantation was completely vanished from the region of 
Bengal, as it was unable to compete with the synthetic dye as the soil of North Bihar 
was more suitable for the plantation of indigo, the poor peasants, where forced to 
grow indigo on their lands. The indigo was once more in demand during the outbreak 
of the First World War (1914). With the resuh the factories again paid their attention 
for its production as compared to any other item like sugarcane. 
The worst affected area, with the production of indigo, was Champaran 
situated in the Tirhut division of Bihar. The other important regions were Motihari, 
Pipra, Turkaulia, Sikri, Dhokraha, Oliva, Belwa, Madhubani, Majhaulia, Simik and 
Chautarva.^^ 
The two most important systems practiced in North Bihar for the cultivation of 
indigo were - (1) Zeerait & (2) Assamiwar. The Zeerait system includes the direct 
management of cultivation by the planters. Tenants labourers engaged in the practice 
were poorly paid. Under the assamiwar system, the tenants, cultivates the indigo land 
of the factory chiefs. The most common method practiced under this system was 'Tin 
Kathia'." 
Tin Kathia includes a methods under which a tenant, cultivate indigo on 3 
Kathas per bigha of the land for a long duration as far 20, 25 or 30 years and was 
entitled for an award as per the written agreement. Conversion of lands into indigo 
fields, forced labour, poor payments, and heavy fines inflicted on peasants for the 
failure of this system.^ '* 
"Gandhi in his 'Hind Swaraj' had intimated that it was the peasants, untainted 
by Western Civilization, who would be natural converts to his ideal of Satyagraha."^^ 
So, Champaran gave the first opportunity to Gandhi, to implement practically 
his two novel methods of Non-violence and Satyagraha. 
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Gandhi, in his autobiography confessed that he even did not hear the name of 
Champaran and not even knew its geographical position. He never dreamed that 
indigo was produced in Champaran under a great oppression. 
Large number of raiyats agitated in 1911 and was collected at Naitatiaganj 
railway station in order to put their grievances before King George V. Even in 1912, 
representatives of raiyats were sent to Calcutta to present their memorandum, which 
narrate their story of oppression by the planters. Even then they did not enjoy any 
relief from planter's side. 
The matter was then put before the Bihar Council in 1916, and was 
highlighted in public soon, during Lucknow Session of Congress, Babu Brij Kishore 
Prasad, introduced Gandhi with Sukul.^ ^ 
Gandhi, received some information of the Champaran raiyats from Babu Brij 
Kishore Prasad, but couldn't put any remark over the matter. He replied - "I can give 
no opinion without seeing the condition with my own eyes you will please move the 
resolution in the congress, but leave me free for the present."^ *^ 
Gandhi was pressurized by Raj Kumar Shukla who was an 'Ignorant, 
'Unsophisticated' and resolute' agriculturist.'*^ 
In early 1917, Gandhi left for Champaran and reached Patna, where he met 
with Maulana Mazharul Haq, his old pal, who suggested him to first visit 
Muzaffarpur. On reaching Muzaffarpur, Prof Kriplani along with the group of 
students warmly welcomed him at the station."*' 
Next morning Babu Brij Kishore Prasad presented the entire case in detail 
before Gandhi. After studying the cases - Gandhi stated in his autobiography "I have 
come to the conclusion that we should stop going to the law courts. Taking such cases 
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courts are useless. The real relief for them is to be free from fear. We camiot sit still 
until we have driven Tinkatia out of Bihar. 
The above decision made by Gandhi visualise his personality that he was a 
staunch supporter of 'Truth' and he had no fear of its ill effects for the sake of ryots. 
All such bold stands on part of Gandhi naturally mobilize the peasantry against the 
indigo planters. 
Gandhi in his letter to L.F. Morshead, Commissioner of Division dated April 
12, 1917 appealed to the administration, for their cooperation to know the true 
position of the indigo raiyats.'*^ 
Gandhi was warned by the Secretary of Planter's Association and 
Commissioner not to interfere in their matters and to leave Tirhut as soon as 
possible. "* 
On reaching Muzaffarpur, Gandhi realized that the situation was more worsed 
here as compared to Fiji and Natal. And the authorities tried their best to make him 
out from the matter."*^ 
Gandhi reached Motihari on 15 April, 1917, The District Magistrate of 
Champaran ordered him under section 144 of Cr.Pc to leave the district and his 
•presence in any part of the District will endanger the public peace and may lead to 
serious disturbances which may be accompanied by loss of life."^ ^ 
Gandhi made it clear and assured the authorities that his presence will not 
create any 'dangerous situations' and the real danger lies in the deteriorating relations 
between the planters and the ryats.'*'' 
Gandhi's intervention was so much condemned and disliked by the authorities 
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book Champaran ke Swatantrata Senani, invited Gandhi to dinner and directed his 
cook, Batak Mian, to serve him poisoned milk. Batak Mian revealed the plot to 
Gandhi and was saved. Batak Mian was the resident of Siswa Ajgani Village in 
Motihari district."'^ ^ 
Inspite of such incidents, Gandhi was adamant on his decisions and proceeded 
to his inquiries. In the reports on Conditions of Ryots in Champaran Bettiah, May 13, 
1917 - Gandhi mentioned about the 2 categories of the factories in the area of 
Champaran firstly. Factories which had no indigo plantation and second, those with 
indigo plantation. The former extracted illegal cases known as 'abwabs', which was 
equivalent to the rent paid by raiyats. And these indigo factories were practicing the 
system of 'Trinkathia and Khusta."*^ 
Ryots were forced to give their 'best lands, his best time and energy so that no 
time was left for his own crops? The ryots always raised their voices against it, but in 
vain. With the introduction of synthetic dye, indigo states were cancelled by the ryots 
in form of tawan that were the damages paid by the raiyats upto Rs. 100 /- per bigha. 
If the raiyats were unable to manage he can made payments in installments with the 
interest at 12% per armum. The damages from mukarari lands were extracted in form 
of Sharahbeshi states in which rent was increased in lieu of indigo cultivation.^" 
Gandhi in his reports mentioned about the kind of helplessness and distress 
faced by the ryots, which cannot be witnessed in any other part of the country. Not 
only the European planters, but also the Indian zamindars were equally responsible 
for such poor conditions of the ryots. And finally he made it clear that his presence in 
Champaran was only to wipe off the grievances of the ryots, without hurting the 
planters feeling.^' 
The planters agitation against Gandhi was at its height and in such atmosphere 
of opposition, Gandhi carried on collecting the evidences against planters. The 
important persons who accompanied him in his tasks were Rajendra Babu, Anurag 
"** Murty, Vijay B., Hindustan Times, 22 Jan. 2010. 
Report on Conditions of Ryots in Champaran, Bettiah, May 13, 1917, C.W.M.G., op.cit., pp. 385-
90. 
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Babu, Kishore Babu, Ramnaumi Babu, J.B Kripalani, Dharinder Babu and Maulana 
Mazharul Haq/^ 
The peasants' statements were even cross examined in the presence of the 
IntelUgence Department, but the government was unsatisfied and so it proposed for 
the constitution of its own Enquiry Committee. Sir Frank Sly presided as the chairman 
of the committee and E.L. Tanner, ICS, was the secretary of the Committee. The other 
members were - L.C. Adani, Superintendent and Remembrance of Legal Affairs, 
Bihar and Orissa, Raja Harihar Prasad Narayan Singh, Member of Bihar and Orissa 
Legislative Council, G. Rainy, Deputy Secretary in the Finance Department 
Government of India and M.K. Gandhi.^^ 
i j)f the^^^ 
The most important decisions taken by the committee were: I ' \ /R,, , C j / (? 
1. To abolish the oppressive Tinkathia system. 
2. The Sates (agreements) were voluntarily signed for a limited tenure of 3 yearsT 
3. The selection of indigo fields was now taken up by the raiyats. 
4. The extraction of always were not only condemned but considered illegal.^'' 
The Blue Raj now seems to be on a brink of its decline. The seeds of 
Satyagraha sown in the hearts and minds of the peasants by Gandhi finally checked 
the oppression by indigo planters. This proved that Satyagraha was not an ordinary 
weapon to be handled by any coward. In fact, Satyagraha requires zealous emotions, 
patience, tolerance and absolute determination. 
The Champaran Satyagraha was not an ordinary event, as it had telling effects 
on the peasants and they all came under a united banner of Satyagraha against 
planters. It was an event remembered by Dr. Rajendra Prasad in 1949 - "What 
happened in Champaran has been repeated, as I had hoped, on a vast scale in a 
country as a whole. Champaran because free from planter's tyranny. Gandhi's advent 
imbued the people of this area with a consciousness and moral faith in the 
" Shukla, P.K., op.cit., pp. 133-145. 
" Ibid. 
''* Ibid., p. 145. 
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righteousness of their cause, which is supremely important factor for the progress and 
successful consummation of a creature and constructive resolution." 
Gandhi, made Champaran or Champaran made Gandhi, always remain hetted 
debate among historians. 
Judith Brown came up with her 'Sub-Contractor Thesis' in her book -
Gandhi's Rise to Power and she also stated that "there was any Bihari politician who 
thought it worthwhile to investigate the Champaran situation at all deeply."^ 
Gandhi was the first who knew the strength and power of the Indian masses to 
be used against imperialism and therefore he mobilized the rural masses by taking up 
their causes. Now the struggle against imperialism was not confined to the elite 
section of society but now thrown in the downtrodden classes of the country. 
"Gandhi avoided committing himself to any categorical and concrete 
objectives of economic and social reconstruction. This avoidance of economic 
radicalism was partly on account of the fact that he feared it would harm the wealthy 
classes and partly because any radicalism would have been tantamount to 
violation of his political ethic of'non-violent struggle.'^^ 
The proclamation of 1917, which declares the abolition of Tinkathia, 
extraction of abwabs as illegal and other measures, classifies that it had crushed the 
honors and prestige of not only the wealthy classes but also of the European 
Planters. As far as his political ethic of 'non-violent struggle' was concerned, his life 
in South Afiica suggests that he was a staunch supporter of non-violence and he never 
ever thought of attaining 'Swaraj' by violent means. 
A.R. Desai in his edited work 'Peasants Struggle in India' highlighted the 
Indigo strike of 1860 and mentions that "as far as the indigo cultivators were 
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country mentioned in his study that Indigo Commission (1860) checked the 
oppression only to same extent. After 1895, plantation of Indigo vanished in the 
region of Bengal; however, large number of indigo factories still remained in North 
Bihar. And during 1914, the factories which left the cultivation were now back. 
Mahatma's role cannot be ignored in the entire episode of the Champaran. 
Mahatma Gandhi elevated the cause of the indigo cultivators of Champaran not on the 
ground of his 'personal range of interest' as said by Judith Brown, but it was all his 
love for humanity. 
"* Ghosal, H.R., op.cit.. p. 327. 
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B. KHEDA MOVEMENT 
Kheda was situated in the northern division of Bombay presidency. The 
second scene of Satyagraha by Gandhi was witnessed in this region. Kheda possesses 
fertile plains which were suitable for cultivation, with an adequate available of water 
particularly from wells, ponds and rivers-Mahi and Sabarmati, jut in contract with the 
lands in Bihar district with its barren and hilly tracts. 
Kheda's population was about 710, 982, which had dropped because of great 
famines which occurred during the period 1899-1901. After a great disaster Kheda 
regained its prosperity because of the growth of valuable products like tobacco in 
small and food and cotton in large quantity to which Ahmadabad extended a large 
market.^ 
Largely the people of Kheda lived in the villages. But if compared to 
Champaran, Kheda district was less rural. Out often villages the largest were Nadiad 
with 27, 145 inhabitants in 1911, unverth with 13, 651 and Kapadvanj with 13, 126. 
In western India, Nadiad was the best example for the urbanization, and it was one of 
the largest town of Kheda districts. Agriculture was an important occupation of 
people of Kheda; about 71.9% people were dependent on agriculture in 1921, as 
compared to the population of Gujarat as a whole whereas 9.7% depends on industry 
and 4.4% on commerce in Kheda with comparison to 15.9% and 8.2% in Gujarat.^ ^ 
The year 1917 witnessed hardship of peasants which coincided with the Home 
Rule Movement which began in the towns of Gujarat. The First World War was 
responsible for the economic deterioration of the Kheda peasants. During years 1912 
to 1914, condition was improved because the prices of the corps remained stable 
which was coincided with good harvest. But in 1915 due to little rain Kharif crops 
were failed.^ "^  Again in 1917, Kharif crops were damaged by the excessive rains. 
Cultivation of Kharif crop was practiced in the larger part of Kheda so the farmers 
were less benefited from the Rabi crops. Gujarat was also invaded by severe epidemic 
*•' Brown, Judith, op. cit., p. 83. 
"- Ibid., p. 83. 
" Ibid., p. 84. 
^ Hardiman, David, Peasants Nationalist of Gujarat, Kheda District, 1917-79i4,DeIhi,1981, p. 86. 
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of plague in 1918, of which about 16, 740 people died in Kheda alone. Apart from 
this, cholera also broke out in local areas.^^ 
The failure of Kharif crop resulted in price-hike of the food, which 
unfortunately coincided with severe inflation which occurred due to First World War. 
Through out Gujarat, the prices of other commodities were at its height. The 
price of the salt was doubled, price of food was in its peak, and government did not 
take any measures to check the import of rice which steadied the price of rice 
permanently. Even the cloth was an expensive item. Business class was drawing good 
profit from this situation. The real sufferers were landless labourers, who were unable 
to maintain their wages with the rising costs. In the period of 1918, entire Gujarat was 
hardly hit by economic crisis and especially Kheda was going under a pressure of bad 
health and bad harvest. 
Apart from financial miseries, recruiting campaigns had stepped up in 1917. 
The people in Baroda city, in October 1917 protested against the forcible recruiting 
activities and by November 1917, the Kheda peasants also stood against it. In late 
1917, the British prestige had somewhat declined in Gujarat.^ ^ At this point Gujarat 
had made an announcement that nationalist movement to be launched in Gujarat was 
for the sake of peasants. Gandhi found peasants to be an essential element in national 
programme to gain Swaraj. He was of the opinion that Swaraj would be worthwhile 
only when peasants fight for their struggle. He delivered a speech to peasants of 
Kheda in 1918 - "Our struggle in not merely for securing suspension of land revenue; 
a struggle for such relief would be a petty affair. In truth, we are fighting for the sake 
of the important issue which is involved in it. That is the issue of democratic 
government. The people had awakened their rights. A full understanding of these 
rights is what is meant by Swaraj.^^ 
^^ Brown, J., op.cit., p. 93. 
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Gandhi believed that peasants themselves must raised demands to get some 
relaxation from the land revenue because of the economic hardship. 
Gandhi in his speech at Bombay, dated 23 April, 1918 said - "This struggle 
was not started by outsiders. No body instigated the Kheda public to launch it. There 
is no political motive behind it. It did not originate with the Home Rulers or with any 
barristers or lawyers as some people allege ... it was started by the tillers themselves. 
After the political conference at Godhra, some agriculturist in Kheda decided to 
request the government of relief in view of excessive rains. They wrote to me 
informing me that they were legally entitled to relief and asking me whether I could 
help."'" 
Gandhi appealed to the peasants first at Gujarat political conference which 
was held at Godhra between 2 to 5 November, 1917. Here a number of resolutions 
were passed which includes rural demands for example-they discard all abuses which 
were involved in the land revenue collection. Vallabh Bhai Patel handed over the 
charge to take up the issue of Veth (name for free services demanded by officials) 
with the Revenue Department. Vallabh Bhai Patel informed Frederick Pratt, 
Commissioner, Northern Division, about the abuses, but he didn't response to any 
one. Vallabh Bhai then started distributing pamphlets, popularizing the issue of Veth, 
informing the peasants about the illegality of the demands of Veth by officials.^^ 
"Gandhi told the Gujarat Sabha to show publicly and conclusively that farmers 
started the agitation and that the Sabha only took it up at their request indicates that 
the farmers request was not immediately obvious."^^ 
However, according to the local government official, was that the entire 
discontent was not the expression of peasants, but Home Rule League was responsible 
for it later on it was taken up by the Gujarat Sabha.^ '* 
™ Brown, J., op.cit, p. 94. 
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' Hardiman, D., op.cit., p. 89. 
Gandhi to Gujarat Sabha, Undated Telegram, C.W.M.G., op.cit., p. 155. 
Brown, J., op.cit., p. 95. 
60 
The local political activities, after the Godhra conference, particularly from 
Nadiad and Borsad, held meetings, where the declaration was made that they took up 
the grouses of the peasants. 
A mass meeting was called on 25 November by Home Rule League, in which 
Ahmadabad politician, Maganbhai Chaturbhai Patel was held responsible to draft the 
resolution for remission of the revenue assessment. G.K. Parekh and V.J. Patel the 
two Bombay barristers, were invited and assisted by the Gujarat Sabha, pay their visit 
to Kheda on 12 December, and handed over their reports to the Sabha. Then the case 
in writing was put before the collector of Kheda on 15 December. 
During, late 1917, a significant development which took place was the active 
participation of villages in spreading the movement. Mohanlal Pandiya (Baroda 
Terrorist) and Shankarlal Parikh in November 1917, after attending the Gujarat 
Political Conference at Godhra, when returned back to their town found the peasants 
were demanding suspension of land revenue because their kharif crop had been 
damaged by late rains. These two people sent a petition to the government, but some 
Patidar landowners suggested that it must be for whole Kheda, and not only for 
Kathlal." 
Mohanlal and Shankar Lai was quite satisfied when V.K. Namjoshi assured 
them, he would reconcile the revenue demands. Soon they meet Gandhi at 
Ahmadabad; Gandhi decided to call a meeting on 6 December at Nadiad to discuss 
the grievances of the rural people. Mohanlal and Shankar Lai spread their wide 
network to help out the peasants; Vallabh Bhai and Gokuldas Parekh were the first to 
take up the action. They toured the entire area between 12 to 15 December and 
collected evidence from 409 peasants, and finally come to the conclusion that their 
complaints were justified and on 15 December they met with collector. Namjoshi 
assured them that he would be sympathetic towards suffer, but could not withdraw the 
fiiU suspension of revenues. The Mamlatdars were in no mood to follow Namjoshi's 
orders. Vali Baksh Adam was the Mamlatdor in Kapadvanj Taluka, who in December 
1917 was confronted with the peasants who refused to pay revenues.'* 
" Hardiman, D., op.cit., p. 90. 
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On 1 January, the Sabha as whole directly appeared to the Bombay 
government, demanding the exemption of the land revenue in some cases and 
postponement in other areas.^^ 
The meeting of the Sabha was held on 7 January which was presided by 
Gandhi. In this meeting Kheda was wholly discussed, and after three days Sabha's 
Secretary Meet F.G. Pratt, Commissioner of Northern Division. Having not been 
satisfied advised by Sabha to not to pay their land revenue. For this declaration 
Gandhi was wholly responsible.^" 
The Kheda agitation was divided into two phases - the period in which 
appeals were made to the government i.e. from 15 December 1917-22 March 1918 
and the period of Satyagraha, which was from 22 March - 6 June 1918. The period of 
appeal did not to much, as both the sides but their argument, without reaching a 
D 1 
definite conclusion. 
On 16 January, Government of Bombay stated that there is no need for 
revenue suspension in Kheda. 
The Gujarat Sabha leaders condemned their statement. But they did not know 
how to make out themselves from such a strong official hindrance. They wrote letters 
and telegrams to Gandhi requesting him to advise them. Gandhi in his reply advised 
them to be strong enough in their demands. ^ ^ 
Gandhi asserted that, the demands of the cultivators for the suspension of 
revenue were the legal right, and not concession by grace. Gandhi on his press release 
on 28 March suggested that if both the sides thought to be right than government must 
appoint on impartial inquiry committee with holding the representation from 
culfivator's side. The revenue member of the Government of India out rightly rejected 
this suggestion. Gandhi was of opinion that governments attitude raised an issue of 
supreme constitutional importance.^^ He wrote "it is contended on behalf on the Riots 
' ' Statement to Press by Gandhi, 28 March, 1918, the Hindu, 1 April 1918, C.W.M.G., op.cit., p. 
289. 
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that where they are, in matter of administration orders, sharp differences of opinion 
between local official and them, the points of differences are ought to be referred to 
an impartial committee of enquiry. Thus, it is held, constitutes the strength of the 
British Constitution. The commissioner has on principal rejected the position and 
invited a crisis. 
Gandhi finally reached Kheda, and announced his decision to Pratt "I would 
like to reassure you that it is not my intension just to start an agitation or to encourage 
a futile agitation". I am going to Kheda district in search of truth. I see that, until the 
reports of your local officers are proved to be incorrect, you will not pay any attention 
to our representation. Although, therefore I have flill assurance of reputable leaders of 
the district, I feel it any duty to verify the facts for myself If you are able to postpone 
the land revenue recovery work until my inquiry is completed it will help a great deal 
in reducing the discontent that has now spread among people. Even the last request 
was declined by Pratt, but he also suggested meeting the collector for any help. 
Gandhi boosted the morale of the formers rather than helping them financially. He 
suggested to Mohanlal Pandya, to remove the standing crop of Onion which was the 
confiscated by the government in lieu of the revenue. Pandya and others were 
imprisoned and just like local heroes, they were escorted by their adviser. 
Gandhi held a meeting with collector Ghosal at Kheda on 5 April in which he 
strived to have a compromise provided that if the government relinquished the 
Chothai fines, peasants would be advised by Gandhi to open their houses so that their 
property could be impounded with greater ease. Ghosal, was mistaken that fear of 
land confiscation would week the movement. By mid April, about 2,337 peasants 
signed the vow, and the Satyagraha was more vigorous than Ghosal had anticipated.^^ 
Gandhi at Vadathal village delivered a speech on 5 April 1918, to the audience 
of Kheda that "his real aim was to bring back the older days in India; told an 
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only supported the Home Rule Movement as a temporary measure, since he felt that 
India must pass through the throes of parliamentary government before attaining her 
true destiny, and because he hope that through the movement he might popularize 
go 
some of the principles of true Swaraj. 
In Kheda, instructions were given to the volunteers, as guiding them as to how 
to preach Satyagraha in the villages with courtesy, adapting themselves to village 
conditions as much as possible by going on foot and eating only the simplest food. 
Earlier many agitations were broken in Kheda by the threat of confiscation of 
lands. Pratt and Ghosal were unwilling to take this step as they do not want to alienate 
Gandhi, as he was supporting the war efforts. ' 
Finally, on 24 April, Pratt declared to council the confiscation of land and 
chathai fines. Peasants on refiisal to pay their revenues would be punished and their 
movable property would be confiscated in lieu of revenue. And those who could not 
afford revenue payments were not to be forced. 
In May, movement reached its apex with 3200 peasants signed the vow. 
Government officials started confiscation of movable properties. In these 
circumstances, Indulal did not stick to non-violence. Gandhi was now discouraged 
with the agitation. Day by day petty violence increased against the officials. 
Eventually, agitation was over by early June. On 3 June, Gandhi received the orders 
issued by government. Gandhi was quite safisfied with this as it was like this, "If the 
government would graciously postpone for all the remaining villages collecfion of the 
balance of the revenue, we who can afford it, would be prepared to pay up revenue, 
whether it be in full or part."'''* 
When Gandhi was satisfied with Governments order be called off the 
Satyagraha on 6 June.''^ 
89 
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C. AHMEDABAD MILL STRIKE 
During 1918, Gandhi also organized a Satyagrah campaign in Ahmadabad, for 
the first time, against Indian employers, and not government officials. Unlike 
Champaran and Kheda, Ahmadabad was an urban setting. It was India's eighth largest 
city with the population of about 274,000 in 1921. From ages it was the commercial 
center, and under the British rule it emerged as a growing cotton industry and 
expanding markets, which turned Ahmadabad into a modem, industrial city. During 
later decades of 19'*' Century, there was no epidemic or plague which helps the steady 
growth in city's population. With the rise of population there was a rapid 
industrialization of the city. 
The war proved to be a boon for Ahmadabad. The European countries diverted 
their attention to the war efforts and were producing fewer consumer goods for 
exports, and Indian Industrialists seized this opportunity. Cloth producers even started 
penetrating in foreign markets such as in Mesopotamia, Iraq, Persia, Asiatic Turkey, 
the Straits Settlements, Aden, Afiica, Ceylon, Japan and China. The Ahmadabad 
textile industry was given a tough competition to Lancashire, holding its grip at home; 
as a result its cloth production rose from 250 million yards in 1913-1914 to 392 
million yards in 1916-17, though dropping to 332 million yards in 1918-19.''^ 
For all this mill owners need sufficient labour in their mills, and as there was 
shortage of labour in Gujarat, they had to pay high wages to attract mill hands. During 
late 1917, due to plague there was an acute shortage of labour as large number of 
mill-workers went back to their villages in order to avoid infection. To make them 
stay there, mill owners through an attractive scheme of plague bonus which was as 
high as 75% of their normal pay, which also help them to over come the crisis during 
98 
war time. 
The new arrangements, that is the plague bonus was quite satisfactory, but 
December, the workers, estimated about 350 in Ahmadabad, were not getting the 
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worker's union, sent first intimation to the mill owners in form of notice. She was 
from a respectable Hindu family of Ahmadabad and was sister of Mr. Ambalal 
Sarabhai, Vice-President of Mill owner's Association, who was actively participating 
in a struggle between Capital and labour, he was pro-capitalist. Bai Anusaya was a 
social worker, who tried to weed out the grievances of the workers. 
Workers demanded an increase in the wages by 25% and 4 annas per head per 
day as plague bonus. The worker's threatened to go on strike if their demands were 
not fulfilled within two or three days. The mill agents for the first time, found their 
men in an organized manner. There was an Association of worker's, but it was weak 
bonded. After the notification, all of them gathered in Association hall to look into the 
matter, but many of them unable to understand the grave nature of the situation, so no 
concrete action was taken at that time. About 20 mills, refused their demands and 
important worker's from Bombay and other places, and the others relinquish the 
union demands. Some of the mill agents made a complaint, some persons of the union 
started threatening newly imported men, who were persuaded to leave Ahmadabad. 
Their other complaints were that just before the worker's strike, the president of 
Ahmadabad's Mills Owners Association held meeting with organizers of union and 
also Mr. M.K. Gandhi, and suggested for a compromise.'^'^ 
Gandhi agreed upon the proposal as he found it quite genuine one, but he was 
unable to persuade the workers to accept it. Mill owners were of the view that since 
the men were not obedient to reason, so Gandhi and other organizers of the union 
must with hold their support. They also though that the number of worker's however, 
small in number, when combined could paralyze the mill industry on which 40,000 
workers were getting their livelihood."" 
What was exactly the origin of the Lock-out? The plague was almost 
disappeared in the last weak of January. Those workers who fled away to their 
villages, returned back to their work. Plague bonus was a matter of discussion among 
the employers, which was about 70% on the wages of weavers and 15-20% in case of 
Indian Council of Historical Research, ed. Desai A.R., New Delhi, 1988, p. 48. 
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Spinners. Initially the general consensus was to give an all round increase of 20% in 
the wages in place of plague bonus as to meet the necessities of life 102 
The President of Mill-Owners Association, Mr. Mangaldas was favoring the 
idea. But later on due to lack of unity among the mill-owners, this idea was dropped. 
Ultimately a mill group was formed. Immediately the members worked out for a 
settlement for fair percentage of increase in the wages of their men. After a prolonged 
discussion they reached the conclusion that since railway make an increase of 5%, 
Bombay mills by 10-15%, and then the increase of 20% in the wages of Ahmadabad 
mill-workers is fair and justified. "^ ^ 
In a meeting held on 15 January, it was decided that from February 15, bonus 
would be discontinued and 20% increase would be given to the men. "As it was 
anticipated that the weavers who were making an extra income of so much as 70% by 
means of plague bonus, would not submit to this resolution, they fiirther resolved on 
February 8 that if in consequence of the last resolution the workmen went on strike 
the mills should be closed."'*"* 
Gandhi gave first indication to show his interest in the Ahmadabad mills, 
through a letter to Ambalal Sarabhai, one of Gandhi's personal fiiend and prominent 
Ahmadabad mill-owners. Anusaya, sister of Ambalal Sarabhai took up the issue of 
mill workers before Gandhi.'°^ Gandhi in his letter to Sarabhai, informed about the 
conditions of the workers, he received from one of the Secretaries of Gujarat Sabha. 
He requested Sarabhai for an increment in the wages of the workers, so to meet their 
basic necessities. After this, he met Sarabhai personally on 2 February 1918 in 
Bombay, as their discussion proceeds, Gandhi decided to involve him in this 
matter.'*"^ 
The entire problem resolves around the plague bonus, which was decided to be 
terminated by the mill-owners from 15 February. The workers were demanding an 
increase of 50%, whereas the owners give them only 20%. During this period the 
'"- Ibid., p. 49 
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mill-workers had no definite leaders, and they were looking forward to Gandhi for his 
guidance. Some of them protested against this decision. But finally he was invited at a 
meeting on 8 February, which was attended by 3,000 workers. In this meeting Gandhi 
made suggestions for a solution which not create a grudge among the opposite parties. 
He asked the workers to put their grievances before the owners in writing and should 
not demand for an immediate increase of 50-60% and if they failed they should fall 
back to arbitration.'°^ 
Gandhi and Mr. Chatfield, Collector of Ahmadabad, also attended the 
meeting. After a long discussion it was decided that an increase in wages must be 
decided by an arbitration board, which was comprised of 3 representatives of group. 
Gandhi, along with two other on behalf of workmen might named by Gandhi, and Mr. 
Chatfield being president. 
The provisions which were outlined were that under no circumstances wages 
of Ahmadabad workmen would not exceed the wages of Bombay mill-hands. In the 
meantime, notification of cancellation of plague bonus was issued. And it was make 
clear that workmen should continue with their work.'^^ 
But after few days the workmen of near about half a dozen mills, however in 
receipt of plague allowance stopped working for 4 days. Some of the strikers even 
threatened the others. Some of the weaver's fiiends regret the incident. But on the 
other hand they alleged the mill-owners, that they stopped the plague bonus, while 
arbitration board was engaged in its working. Attempts were made for an increase of 
50% in their wages. Finally on 20 February, mill group concluded that bonus would 
be discontinued and increase of 15-20% would be given.' "^  
The weavers kept themselves aloof from arbitration board and took and bath to 
close down all the group mills, if the employers did not act according to their 
proposed terms. With the result the weavers were paid off and technically no longer 
remained in the employ of the mills and Ahmadabad textile mills were also confined 
to spinning yam. After few days Gandhi attempted for revival of Arbitration board. 
'° ' Brown, J., op.cit., pp. 115-16. 
""* Desai, A.R., op.cit., p. 48. 
"" Ibid., pp. 49-50. 
"" Ibid. 
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but in vain. Then he stopped forward for his own inquires to ascertain the proper 
increase in the wages, as compared to Bombay, he reached to the conclusion, that an 
increase of 35% would be justified one. The weavers demand was 50-75, but 
according to some terms and conditions of arbitration board, it should not exceed to 
Bombay workmen. So he calculated an increase of 35%. 
Just like in Ahmadabad too, a pledge, was prepared for Satyagrahis. The 
pledge states the demands of workers of 35% increase with out which they would not 
resume work and would be law-abiding during the lock-out. 
By 12 March, the lock out was over and mill-owners announced, that they 
would get back those workers who would accept an increase of 20%. All this resulted 
in a genuine strike. Gandhi held daily mass meeting and shifted his time from evening 
to morning. The workers who were present there, repeats the pledge each day and 
Gandhi encouraged the men to keep the pledge taken at the time of lock-out."^ 
The leaflet mentioned that - "The workers have considered all things before 
taking the pledge and how they cannot resume work without securing a 35% increase, 
whatever may be the temptation or the misery they may have to encounter. Here in 
lies their honesty. If you weigh a pledge against lakhs of rupees, the weight of the 
pledge will be greater. We are saving that the workers will never forget this.""'* 
All these statements asserted moral pressure on the owners, Sarabhai, 
challenged Gandhi with this. Gandhi, in his reply assured him, he would not agreed 
upon any pressure to be put on meaners, who wants to join the work. By 'pressure' he 
meant physical force. He picket the mills because to present those who were 
beginning to return to work. "^ 
The relations reached a crucial stage on 15 March, when Gandhi made an 
announcement of fasting, until they reached to certain conclusion. Gandhi himself 
stated his motive that to encourage the striker to keep their pledge. His leaflet, during 
the fast reveals that how greatly he valued the pledge and was prepared to inflict 
' ' ' Times of India, 18.3.1918, p. 10, cols. 2-3. 
Brown, J., op.cit., p. 117. 
" ' Ibid., p. 117. 
lis '^'^ • 
Gandhi to Ambalal Sarabhai, 12 March, 1918, C.W., op.cit., p. 256. 
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suffering similar to that of strikers, and he denied that fast was not intended to put 
pressure on mill-owners.'' 
Gandhi's fast created a whirl in Ahmadabad. The mill-owners finally agreed to 
negotiate and reached on a solution on 18 March. On first day of their work they 
received 35% increase, on second day they would receive 20%, and from third day 
until the date of an award by an arbitrator, they receive HVi%. Professor Dhuruva, 
Vice-Principal of Gujarat College, Ahmadabad, was selected as the arbitrator. He 
awarded an increase of 35% on 10 August."' 
As settlement was quite satisfactory for both parties, Gandhi was not happy 
with it as he believed that his fast had put pressure on the mill-owners which was 
against the principle of Satyagraha. 
In his speech, he said - "My weak condition left the mill-owners no fi-eedom. 
It is against the principle of justice to get anything in writing fi-om a person or make 
him agree to any conditions or obtain anything whatever under duress. A Satyagrahis 
will never do so.""^ 
"^ Gandhi, M.K., op.cit.. pp. 62-4. 
"^ Brown, J., op.aY., p. 118. 
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' " Speech by Gandhi. 18 March 1918, C.W.M.G., op.cit., pp. 265-6. 
70 
D. THE NON-COOPERATION MOVEMENT 
Mahatma Gandhi took the initiative of the Non-Cooperation Movement in 
order to resist the British domination this Non-violent movement by Indian National 
Congress under the leadership of Gandhi. 
Since a foretime, the leader of non-cooperation claimed that it is the highest 
duty of the Indians not to support a government which will not share their 
grievances.'^° 
After his return from South Africa, Gandhi organized a Satyagraha campaign 
to start a programme of non-cooperation in India. 
The two most severe problems which arose after the war and were responsible 
for the existence of the non-cooperation were - (1) The Khilafat issue and (2) The 
Punjab wrongs.'^' 
The congress is of opinion that there can be no contentment in India without 
the redress of the two wrongs and to prevent a repetition of similar wrongs in future is 
the establishment of Swarajya. This congress is further of opinion that there is no 
course left open for the people of India but to approve of and adopt the policy of 
progressive non-violent and non-cooperation inaugurated by Mr. Gandhi. 
The Non-cooperation Movement Emerged because of the fundamental 
political problems prevailing during those days. After the end of First World War, 
there was no guarantee left for constitutional reform, the Indian National Congress 
was encountering with session repercussions of the Rowlatt Bitts, the Jallianwala 
Bagh Massacre and the Khilafat issue. Programme of boycott was laid down along 
with the promise of 'Swaraj in one year.' Congress leaders made serious efforts to 
mobilize people on a broader platform against British. The participants of the 
movement were fi-om all strata of society professionals and non-professional men and 
women businessmen, intellectuals, peasants and workers.'^^ 
Bamford, P.C, Histories of the Non-Cooperation and Khilafat Movement, Delhi, 1975, p. 1. 
'-' Ibid., p. 3. 
'-- Ibid., p. 16. 
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The common people, the workers and the peasants started joining the national 
movement during the Gandhian period. This is the most striking feature of this period 
which helped in the growth of the movement. And even the capitalist class, also 
supported the movement actively earlier of this class. Thus the social base of the 
movement was expanded as every section of society joined the movement. 
In July, an announcement was made by Gandhi regarding the inauguration of 
the Non-Cooperation Movement on 1 August. And in the special session of the Indian 
National Congress in Calcutta, Lala Lajpat Rai delivered the Presidential address 
which was most remarkable in its text. It includes extensively the political situations 
prevailing in India, particularly in Punjab, because of Jallianwala Bagh Tragedy' and 
imposition of martial law, the Muslim agitation for Khilafat, deteriorating economic 
and social condition due to British rule in India, the efforts made by the congress 
leaders to gain political aims, and finally the non-cooperation adopted by the Indian 
masses during the establishment of the movement. 
Several questions were raised and large numbers of people were of opinion 
that how this programme on Non-Cooperation shall profit them. Gandhi explained 
"Government is an instrument of service only in so far as it is based upon the will and 
consent of the people. It is an instrument of oppression when it enforces submission at 
the pint of the bayonet. "'^^ 
As soon as the programme of Non-Cooperation was adopted in Calcutta 
Session of Indian National Congress. Congress organizations were given certain 
instructions for boycott. 
1. Boycott of titles and honorary offices. 
2. Boycott of government functions such as parties, leaves and durbars. 
3. Gradual boycott of government aided schools and colleges and 
establishment of national schools and colleges; 
'"'* Chandra, Bipin, Nationalism and Colonialism in Modem India, Delhi, 1981, p. 134. 
'^ ^ Young India, Oct. 22, 1919, ed. Biswal, S.K. and Nanda, B.K., ''Gandhi's Writings and Speeches 
to the Hindus and Muslims", New Delhi, 2008, p. 8. 
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4. Gradual boycott of law courts. 
5. Boycott of reformed councils by candidates and elections. 
6. Boycott of recruiting for soldiers, clerks and labourers for service in 
Mesopotamia. 
7. Boycott of foreign goods. 
8. Promotion of Swadeshi by stimulating manufacture and distribution of 
land span yam and hand woven cloth of such yam 126 
The Nagpur session of the congress in 1920, define their aim as "the 
attainment of Swarajya by the people of India by all legitimate and peaceful means." 
And National 
The Nagpur session of the congress in 192, define their aim as "the attainment 
of Swarajya by the people of India by all legitimate and peaceful means. "And 
congress made their object clearer by demanding 'self govemment' but not confined 
to British Empire.'^^ Gandhi advised the Non-Cooperation to give up the idea of 
violence. The Indian masses were now fully prepared not to assist the British 
govemment in any form. All sections of society were now standing on a single 
platform to fight the British rule, through non-violent non-cooperation programme, 
which was commanded with the boycott of foreign rale and promotion of Hindu-
Muslim Unity. The boycott of titles was the most ordour but at the same time most 
essential part of non-cooperation programme. It is an important item because this 
class must realize that they received gift from an unjust or unfair govemment. And it 
was difficult enough as it was applied to that particular group which was not a part of 
active public life. 
As far as boycott of schools and colleges were concemed, it was the easiest 
one as both the students and their parents started taking keen interest in politics.''** 
Between January and March 1921, congress laid emphasis on students to boycott 
'"" Collected works ofMahatma Gandhi, Vol. XIX, pp. 208-9. 
™ Bamford, P.C, op.cit., p. 31. 
'-^ Ibid., p. 280. 
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government aided schools and colleges. The educational boycott was more vigorous 
in the region of Bengal, till April 1921 near about 20 head masters or teachers 
resigned per month and 11,157 out of 103,107 students departed from government 
schools and colleges. Number of schools and college emerged during this period like 
Jamia Millia Islamia in Aligarh which was later on shifted to Delhi, the Kashi Vidya 
Pith at Banaras and Gujarat Vidya Pith. 442 institutions were established in Bihar and 
Orissaand 137inU.P.'^^ 
Government law courts were boycotted successfully by the beginning of 
March 1921. Over 180 lawyers resigned, even some great lawyers resigned from their 
practices such as Motilal Nehru, and C.R. Das. 
On the other hand local Panchayats were set up to deal with the cases.'^ '^  
Gandhi in this context delivered a speech in Jhansi on November 1920. "We must 
regard as impure the courts of the Government which has become dominical and 
Satanic in its nature.'^' 
It was in 1921, that Gandhi and All India Congress Committee diverted their 
attention from boycott of schools and law courts to the promotion of Swadesi. Two 
million charkas or spinning wheels were introduced in order to keep up the pace of 
the movement.'^^ Graph shows a drastic decline in value of imported cloth from Rs. 
102 crores in 1920-21 to Rs. 57 crores in 1921-22.'" 
Gandhi laid down some principle for Swadeshi Movement as well. 
1. Only hand spun yam and hand woven cloth should be used. 
2. All possible improvements should be effected in the spinning wheel and 
the handloom. 
3. At present the main variety of cloth so produced is Khadi. We should work 
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4. Stores should be opened for selling 'hand-spun yam and hand woven cloth 
made for such yam. 
In Navajivan, 17 July 1921, Gandhi argued "foreign cloth was dirt and therefore 
should be bumt rather than given to poor.'^ '* The most striking feature of Swadeshi 
Movement was not only the large bonfires of foreign cloth but also the promotion of 
Khadi, which became uniform for Indian Nationalist Leaders. 
Congress started taking keen interest in the organization set up by the labour 
force of India. The congress provided their full support to secure the rights of the 
workers through the organization of Trade Unions. Congress was also the opinion that 
labour should organize them to improve their conditions.'^^ 
The next significant move was All India Congress Committee session at 
Bezwada in Madras Presidency held on 1^ ' April. It promoted the propaganda tours 
made by Gandhi and Ali Brothers, C.R. Das in Bengal along with B.C. Pal, Lala 
Lajpat Rai in Punjab made their full effort to boycott government aided schools and 
colleges.'''^ 
The policies which were to be followed by the congress organization and their 
workers were: 
1. Bringing Tilak Swaraj fund to one crore of mpees before 30 June. 
2. Registering one crore of congress members before 30 June. 
3. Introducing 20 Lakh of Spinning wheels before 30 June.'^^ 
Collection of Swaraj Fund was essential to put into effect the congress policies. 
The requirement of fund was important for propagation of work, promotion of 
Swadeshi establishment of national schools and colleges and for those lawyers who 
resigned from their jobs. 
"" CWMG, Vol. 20, Ahmadabad, 1965, pp. 381-2. 
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Gandhi in his speech at Jabalpur March 1921 said - "The present government 
is Satanic and wants you to become drunkards. It keeps you under subjection with the 
forces maintained from excise revenue." 
Judith Brown argued in her Book - Gandhi Rise to power' that "Temperance 
Movement was not initiated by Gandhi or Congress. But it was a movement which 
was anticipated by the orthodox Hindus and Muslims who were opposing the 
alcoholic drink. It was a part of 'Sanskritization' which was taken up Gandhi. 
However, Sumit Sarkar rightly points out that anti liquor campaign under Gandhian 
programmed gave the opportunity to lower caste people for their social upliftment. 
The year 1921-22 witnessed a drastic decline of Excise Revenue by Rs. 33 lakh in 
Punjab and Rs. 65 lakh deficit in Madras Budget.'"*' 
Gandhi in his speech made at Bombay said "that picketing of liquor shops 
must be maintained even if rivers of blood should flow."' 
The Khilafat Congress alliance laid much emphasis on Hindu-Muslim Unity 
and issue of untouchability was also taken up by Gandhi for the first time in national 
politics."*^ 
The pace and strategies of non-cooperation Movement varied from region to 
region. 
In Punjab, the movement was successfully launched by students walk-out 
encouraged by Lala Lajpat Rai in January 1921. The Akali Movement, led by 
Shromani Gurudwara Prabandhak Movement was identified with the Non-
Cooperation Movements the Akalis were fighting against the corrupt Mohants, who 
were ruling over the Sikh Shrines and had an alliance with British officials. In 
November 1921, Akali's made huge arrests as the Brifish refiased to hand over the 
keys of the Golden Temple treasury. During this period non-cooperafion was on its 
peak which resulted in British retrial and Akali prisoners were released by Mid 
January 1922. The Akali Movement however adopted a Non-Violent method but 
'^ '' Bamford, P.C, op.cil., p. 49. 
'"*" Brown, J., op.c;f., p. 315. 
'•" Sarkar, Sumit, op.cit., p. 209. 
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"Babbar Akali', a dissident under Krishna Singh and Mota Singh switched to 
terrorism which made a shift from national movement. 
In Gujarat, the movement was stronger than compared to Bombay City as 
Maharastrians were somewhat suspicious about Gandhian poHcy. In Assam, non-
cooperation developed in the tea gardens of Surma valley, where as coolies of 
Chargola demanded an increase in their wages. The rumors spread all over about 
Gandhian Raj that it will go to provide those lands in their villages. It is most 
important that large number of population labours were from the eastern U.P. district 
of Basti and Gorakhpur.'"*^ 
In United Province, 90,000 volunteers were enrolled by the congress by 1922. 
137 educational institutions were established by July 1921, of which the most 
important was Kashi Vidya Pith. This gives us ample evidence that U.P. was the 
strong base of Non-Cooperations movements. 
No doubt, India is a multifaceted country and each state, regions possess a 
distinct culture and language and have problems according to their even conditions 
and cultural environment of the places. But the various movements' resurrections, as 
carried out in the various parts of the Indian peninsula at the time of the non-
cooperation movement though may be looking differently but only apparently. As far 
as the common issue of non-cooperation movement voiced by Gandhi was fully 
inculcated into these movements as displayed in the various parts of the country. Each 
and every movement through out the nook and comer of the country was 
inconsonance with the non-cooperation movements as carried out by Gandhi. 
Women also played a vital role in the entire national struggle. Gandhi 
encouraged women to join the movement along with their husbands.''^ '^  While 
addressing the Muslim Women on different occasions Gandhi stated - "British rule 
was the rule of Satan and exhorted them to resource foreign cloth^^^^ve-
f - • ' ' ' 
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April 6-13, 1921, was observed as Satyagraha week by the Congress. 
Meetings were conducted by Women to Support the Movement. In one of such 
meeting which was addressed by Sarojini Naidu, Women decided to establish their 
own organization. Rashtriya Stree Sangh (RSS). Urmila Devi widowed sister of C.R. 
Das while addressing this organization, encouraged women to serve the nation. About 
1000 women from Bombay demonstrated against prince of Wale's Visit to India. 
Gandhi recognized the strength of the women folk. In young India, he 
encouraged women from different part s of the country to follow these brave Bengali 
women in Ahmadabad at the All India ladies conference. Bi-Anna Mother of 
Mohammad Ali and Shaukat Ali addressed about 6000 women. Where she urged 
women to enroll them as congress volunteers and on the arrest of their men folk, they 
must took up picket lines and "keep the flag flying."'^' 
Non-Cooperation was a wide spread movement joined by every state of 
society. But as the movement was on its peak, it was abruptly ended because of a 
violent clash at Chauri Chaura, a place in Gorakhpur village fearing that the 
movement took a violent turn. Gandhi called off the Movement. Jawaharlal Nehru 
later on stated that decision of Gandhi was opposed by almost all the prominent 
congress leaders. Gandhi defended him by stating in Young India dated 16 February 
1922, "A passionate reiterations of faith in non-violence. I would suffer every 
humiliations every torture, absolute ostracism and death it self to prevent the 
Movement from becoming violent".'^^ 
Gandhi always preached non-violence. He had already suggested the non-
cooperation at the very first conference which was held on 23 and 24 November, 1919 
in Delhi to gave up the idea of violence. He said "Every Even if there was a single 
murder by anyone of us or at our instance, I would leave."'" 
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FORM OF PROTEST AND 




r : ^ 
A. CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE 
The Government of India Act, 1919, had provided for the appointment, after 
ten years, of a statutory commission to recommend, after scrutiny, whether "to extend, 
modify or restrict the degree of responsible government".'' The appointment of this 
commission was now advanced by two years, and on 8 November 1927 the 
announcement was made of the commission that was to be headed by the "liberal". Sir 
John Simon. India's fate could now be determined firmly by seven men representing 
the different components of the Imperial establishment,^ while the Indians bickered 
and quarreled among themselves. 
First of all, after his release from prison in February 1924, Gandhi had thrown 
himself body and soul into the pursuit of his 'constructive programme', concentrating 
on 'Swadeshi', especially through the promotion of khadi, Hindu-Muslim unity, and 
the removal of untouchability; he also preached temperance and the need for 
spreading education. His major objective was the villages, and he combined extensive 
tours with careful organizational work, building up bodies such as the Khadi Board. 
By 1928 he had built up a network of centers and volunteers throughout India, giving 
him practical access to hundreds of thousands of the rural poor. In the North-West 
Frontier Province (NWFP), Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan, braving intermittent 
imprisonments, built up an educational and social movement among the Pathans, 
centered round the Pakhtoon Jirga, established in 1926; it would soon become a 
vanguard component of national movement. The Swarajist appeal laid more among 
the educated middle classes despite their late leader C.R. Das's declared commitment 
to "the 98 per cent". But their continuous and often able opposition to the British 
Government in the central legislative assembly (where even after 1926 they held 38 
out of the 100 elected seats) and provincial councils constantly projected the 
nationalist case to everyone who read newspapers. Beyond these two major 
components of the Congress camp, there was beginning to come into the picture a 
This was through the insertion of Section 84 A into the Government of India Act, 1915. The words 
"to restrict" are also included in the text of the Royal appointment of the Simon Commission, 
formally issued on 26 November 1927. 
A significant pointer to the incorporation of a part of the British Labour Party in this establishment 
was the inclusion of two Labour members, one of whom was the future Labour Prime Minister, 
Clement Attlee. 
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new current, admittedly affected by the resolute opposition to imperialism by Soviet 
Russia, and the practical illustration it gave to the liberation of workers and peasants 
under socialism. Its most prominent exponent was Jawaharlal Nehru, son of the 
Swarajist leader Motilal Nehru. In December 1927, at the Congress session at Madras 
having "recently arrived from Russia, addressed the delegates as 'comrades'." 
He would only now discover that the Indian national sensitivities had reached 
such a point that a commission due to report to the British parliament was not 
acceptable, even for preliminary negotiations, simply because it was all-white and 
contained no Indian. A constitutional war has been declared on Great Britain. 
Negotiations are not to come from our side. Let the Government sue for peace. We 
are denied equal partnership. We will resist the new doctrine to the best of our power. 
Jallianwallah Bagh was a physical butchery; the Simon Commission is a butchery of 
our souls. By appointing an exclusively white Commission, Lord Birkenhead has 
declared our unfitness for self-government.'' 
These words came not from Jawaharlal Nehru", but Mohammad Ali Jinnah at 
the Muslim League's Calcutta session, on 1 January 1928, as he declared his support 
for the national boycott of the Simon Commission. In this boycott the Congress was 
also joined by the liberals and the Hindu Mahasabha. In February even the central 
assembly carried a motion expressing "lack of confidence" in the Simon Commission, 
the vote was 68 to 62 in a house where nearly a third of the members were officials or 
government nominees. It was not only that practically every leader with any large 
following, refiised to rise to the bait of giving "evidence" before the Commission. For 
the first time since the end of Non cooperation, there developed a nation-wide 
agitation. 
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what 'Political India' (a favorites expression of those days) wanted. Accordingly, an 
all-parties conference met in Delhi at the call of the Congress, on 12 February 1928, 
with a second session at Bombay on 19 May; a report on what India's constitution 
should be was prepared by a committee headed by Motilal Nehru; and this was 
approved at the all-parties conference at Lucknow in late August. The report was 
moderate in asking only for "dominion status", of the same type as the white 
dominions. The Muslims were to be given reservation of seats, in joint electorates, in 
provinces where they were in a minority; the electorate was to be based on universal 
adult suffrage; and the provinces were to have autonomy in specified spheres. In late 
December the all- party's convention met at Calcutta to consider the detailed 
provisions. It was here unfortunately that, by what now seems to have been a tactical 
error by the Congress leadership, the alliance suffered a setback. Jinnah proposed five 
points, among which the most important were the raising of Muslim representation in 
the central legislature fi-om 27 per cent to 33.3 per cent, and a federation with 
residuary powers vested in the provinces. By siding with the Hindu Mahasabha in 
rejecting all the five points, the Convention seemingly helped to fulfil Birkenhead's 
objective of leaving "Jinnah high and dry". 
Gandhi; anxious to present the fi^its of the all-parties' labours to the 
Congress session, meeting almost simultaneously at Calcutta, for once abstained 
from the role of a peace-maker. Scornful of such wrangles, Jawaharlal Nehru in his 
Autobiography passes over the episode in silence.^ The latter's view-point was 
shared by the communists speaking through the Workers and Peasants Party, 
which, while accepting "the solution proposed to the communal question" by the 
all-parties' Report, argued that the question hardly merited such "excessive amount 
of attention", since "experience tends to show that there is little communal feeling 
among the masses".^ 
This can now be recognised as a wishful downgrading of the ideological factor 
in the name of simple economist or idealistic nationalism. One can only agree with 
the official history of the freedom movement, that such an attitude at this time, 
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leading to a "parting of the ways" with a very influential section of the Muslim 
leadership, created a persistent division among the people, which imperialism was 
henceforth so gleefully to exploit.^ For the moment, however, the major controversy 
in the congress session at Calcutta was over whether to compromise over dominion 
status or go forward to a struggle for independence directly. The matter was of more 
than academic interest, because the recommendations of the all-parties' Report were 
so drafted that control over the armed forces and foreign affairs could possibly 
continue with Britain.'^ 
The two sides were so evenly matched in the Congress that Gandhi 
compromised by moving a resolution (31 December 1928) that the offer to accept 
Dominion Status stood only if the British government accepted the all parties' 
Report by the end of 1929; if it failed to do so, Non Cooperation would be the next 
resort and total independence the aim. Even so Subhas Chandra Bose's amendment, 
contesting the compromise on dominion status gathered 973 votes (including 
Jawaharlal's), with 1,350 against. It might not have been clear in Calcutta on that day, 
but Gandhi's compromise resolution by conceding that no agitation would be 
launched for the all-parties' Report, left it all but politically dead. For all practical 
purposes, Gandhi himself was now committed to the goal of complete independence 
(Puma Swaraj), which, with his instinctive espousal of tactically moderate slogans, 
was an enormous concession to the radicals. 
The Calcutta Congress resolution, while it served a defiant notice on 
imperialism, also gave it a year's respite. The British government sought to use this 
period to deprive the Congress of its existing allies, by repression as well as 
blandishments. First came the turn of the communists. Their growing strength had 
been displayed by a procession of some 50,000 red-flag waving mill-hands of 
Calcutta, who before the inception of the Calcutta session of the Congress had 
occupied the pandal for nearly two hours, demanding that it should accept the goal 
of complete independence. On 21 February 1929, the government of India addressed 
a policy letter to the provincial governments voicing the suspicion that 
Tarachand, History of the Freedom Movement, New Delhi, 1972, pp. 111-116. 
The Recommendations implied that there could be Departments not administered by members of 
the Executive Council responsible to the Legislature. 
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"Congressmen like Jawaharlal Nehru" might enter into "temporary aUiance with 
Communists, who had been active among the industrial workers of Calcutta and 
Bombay"." 
The very next month, in a sudden sweep, the government arrested 31 
communist and labour leaders (with one more arrested later) in various parts of the 
country, charging them with conspiracy "to deprive the King of the sovereignty 
of British India". They were brought to Meerut (U.P.) for trial "Meerut Conspiracy 
Case" and remained prisoners as under trials until January 1933, when heavy 
sentences were imposed, Muzaffar Ahmad receiving one of transportation for life. 
In April 1929 the government re-introduced a Public Safety Bill in the central 
legislature to arm itself with more powers. Accompanying this was much official 
propaganda about Russian gold and "Bolshevik" conspiracy. Had the Congress 
leadership faltered and joined in the clamor against communists, the government 
might have gained political mileage by appearing as a defender of law and order in 
India. But Congress leaders of even moderate complexion spiritedly denounced the 
government's actions, immediately forming a defense committee for the Meerut 
accused, with Motilal Nehru as chairman and Dr M.A. Ansari and Jawaharlal 
Nehru as members. How "Non-cooperation from within" could take place within 
the legislature was illustrated not only by the stout opposition to the Public 
Safety Bill in the central assembly, but also, remarkably, by the assembly president 
Vithalbhai Patel's refusal, to allow a discussion of the Bill, since it could prejudice 
the defence of the Meerut accused, and, then, by his use of his casting vote to defeat 
the Bill. The viceroy had to invoke his special powers to promulgate the bill as the 
Public Safety Ordinance. While the government's seizure of their entire top 
leadership immensely weakened the communists' striking power, the defiant 
resistance to the government's action by the nationalists enabled people to see it 
as one more attack on civil liberties and constitutional propriety at the hands of 
imperialism. The other target of the government was the revolutionaries seeking to 
reorganize nd revive their group. 
Brown, Judith M., Gandhi and Civil Disobedience, Cambridge, 1977, p. 60. 
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On 8 April Bhagat Singh and Batukeshwar Dutt threw bombs at the central 
assembly, to mark their protest, significantly enough, against the Public Safety 
Bill and the repressive Trade Disputes Bill. They wished to publicise their cause 
through their trial, which was short, both being sentenced to life- transportation 
in June. Unfortunately, by now Bhagat Singh and his comrades were linked to 
Saunders' assassination; practically the entire group was arrested, and their trial began 
in July. This, again, was a great blow; but the fact that the young men were 
sacrificing themselves for India, not only made Bhagat Singh "a symbol", but 
created a fresh source of bitterness against the British government. 
Their comrade Jatin Das's death on 13 September from a long fast over 
prison conditions, spread grief all over the country, with over half a million people 
accompanying his coffin at Calcutta - Jawaharlal Nehru was to begin his 
presidential speech at the Lahore Congress on 29 December with a homage to Jatin 
Das and the Burmese martyr Vizaya. Side by side with repression, the British 
government attempted to entice away the moderate elements. It recognized that the 
Simon Commission was so far tarnished, and the several parties and groups so 
strongly committed to its boycott, that it was not practical politics to make any 
offers through its agency. On 31 October 1929 Irwin directly issued a declaration 
agreeing to a Round Table Conference of representatives of the British government 
and Indian parties and interests - which had been earlier a demand of the Congress 
itself Secondly, in words characteristically hedged in with qualifications, it 
committed the British government to a grant of "Dominion Status", not now, but 
sometimes in future.'^ 
The statement, so blatantly putting the Simon Commission in the limbo, won 
an initial response from the Congress and liberals; indeed, on 2 November, Gandhi, 
Motilal Nehru, Jawaharlal Nehru, Madan Mohan Malaviya, Tej Bahadur Sapru and 
others issued a joint statement at Delhi, welcoming the Irwin statement as 
"He become a symbols; the act was forgotten, the symbol remained, and within a few months each 
town and village of the Punjab, and to a lesser extent in the rest of northern India, resounded with 
his name" (Nehm, J., An Autobiography, op.cit, p. 175). 
"I am authorized, on behalf of His Majesty's Government, to state clearly that, in their judgment, 
it is implicit in the [Montagu] Declaration of 1917 that the natural issue of India's constitutional 
progress, as there contemplated, is the attainment of Dominion Status". The 1917 Declaration had 
contemplated a stage- by-stage "gradual development of self-governing institutions". 
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indicative of the government's "desire.... to placate Indian opinion" and offering 
cooperation if certain substantive conditions (or "points") were met. There may be 
reasons why Gandhi, though initially cautious, committed Congress leadership to this 
ambiguous position. An expectation, perhaps, that under England's first Labour 
government, that had recently taken office, India could hope for something better. Or, 
a hope that in return for an acceptance of the Irwin declaration, more specific 
constitutional and policy concessions might be obtained firom the British 
government. But the perilous walk into imperialism's parlor was blocked by two 
identifiable factors. One was Subhas Chandra Dose's blunt refusal to endorse the 
Delhi statement followed by his resignation fi-om the Congress Working Committee, 
and Jawaharlal's pangs of conscience and deep regret over it ("a bitter pill... I allowed 
myself to be talked into signing").'"* But, perhaps, even more than the internal dissent 
in the nationalist camp, was the premature exposure of the real nature of the Irwin 
Declaration on the floors of the houses of parliament in London, in the very first week 
of November. The Labour government's response to the ferocious Tory and Liberal 
onslaught on "the Dominion status" concession was extremely tepid; and its 
spokesmen, including the secretary of state for India, Wedgewood- Benn, argued that 
nothing new had been offered, and that the Simon Commission's final authority 
remained unaffected. After this, the Congress Working Committee, compelled on 19 
November to formally endorse the Delhi declaration, had no choice but to give it a 
quiet burial as well by making its Delhi offer also subject to the year-end deadline. In 
the end, it was only the Liberals and Responsivists, who, already left high and dry by 
the Congress's deadline for the all-parties' Report, who professed to remain delighted 
at the Irwin statement, and to go off to London to attend the First Round Table 
Conference in 1930, when their co-signatories of the Delhi statement had been 
clapped into goal. But if the Irwin statement was ephemeral, so was the following of 
these motley groups. How a following could in fact be assembled was shown by 
Gandhi by the hectic campaign the "beloved slave-driver" organized throughout 1929. 
He concentrated on the boycott of foreign cloth and promotion of khadi, and 
he toured various rural parts of the country carrying the message of his constructive 
programme. He devoted much attention to the mobilization of women and to the fight 
Nehru, J., An Autobiography, op. cit., p.197. 
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against untouchability. Of all the Congress leaders he showed the most concern for 
furthering Hindu-Muslim understanding. While his negotiations with Jinnah (who had 
by now enlarged his earlier five proposals into "14 points") proved unsuccessful, 
Muslim leaders close to the Congress established (27 July) the Nationalist Muslim 
Party avowedly to oppose communalism and take the "proper share in the national 
struggle". Its leaders included Abul Kalam Azad, Dr Ansari and Ch. Kahliquzaman. 
The efforts to expand the membership of the Congress, which now had Jawaharlal 
Nehru as one of its general secretaries, were also important. Congress membership 
crossed the half a million mark by the end of the year (1929).'^ Despite inefficiency in 
reporting from same areas, it was clear that there was no other political organization 
in the country which could even remotely compare with the Congress in size and 
mobilizing power. For the critical annual session at Lahore, Gandhi's name was 
proposed for president in September, but, in an unexpected move, Gandhi not only 
refused the office for himself, but sidelining the next name, Vallabhbhai Patel, 
insisted on Jawaharlal Nehru being elected as president. So Jawaharlal entered the 
office "by a trap-door", elected by a "bewildered" AICC, much to the President-elect's 
own discomfort.'^ Behind this decision was obviously Gandhi's sincere desire to build 
bridges with the radical ranks within the Congress, even if it weakened the dominance 
of his own philosophy over the movement. Gandhi and Motilal Nehru, with Jinnah 
and Sapru as mediators, met Irwin on 23 December, 1929. From both sides it turned 
out to be a formal statement of posifions; Gandhi and Motilal insisfing on the four 
conditions of the Delhi statement, and Irwin refusing to go beyond his own original 
declaration. There was, therefore, no doubt left that the deadline set by the Calcutta 
Congress would pass without any substanfive concession made by the British 
government. When the Lahore session of the Congress opened on 29 December 1929, 
the path was thus cleared for a direct call for a struggle to attain full independence 
"Puma swaraj or azadi" in the official terminology of the Congress. Jawaharlal 
Nehru's address was important for underlining this fact, and, no less too, for giving a 
vision of free India which was different both from that of the moderate 
consfitutionalism of the earlier leadership and from Gandhi's nostalgia for a machine 
less village India, with the rich seen as trustees of the poor: Jawaharlal proudly 
Brown, J., Gandhi and Civil Disobedience, op. cit., p. 52. 
Nehru, J., An Autobiography, op. cit., pp.194-5. 
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proclaimed that he was "a sociaUst and a repubHcan". Speaking of socialism he 
asserted that "India will have to go that way, too, if she seeks to end her poverty and 
inequality".'^ 
This was to be a new basis for rallying the Indian poor to the cause of national 
freedom, and, from now on, this stress on equality and change in the property system 
was to find increasing assertion in Congress declarations. There was an attempt to 
assure Muslim and Sikh leaders of the readiness of the Congress to accommodate 
their claims. Jawaharlal said: "So far as I am concerned I would gladly ask our 
Muslim and Sikh friends to take what they will without protest or argument from 
me."'^ Gandhi reopened the issue of the communal "solution" of the all-parties' 
Report, by saying that "now that the Nehru Report on the lines of Dominion Status 
will be declared to have lapsed", he hoped that "the Sikhs and Muslims and all other 
sections who had one or other grievances against the Nehru Report will see no 
objection" to uniting with the Congress in its struggle.'^ On this explicit basis the 
Congress passed a resolution "assuring the Sikhs, the Muslims and other minorities 
that no solution in any fiature constitution will be acceptable to the Congress that does 
not give fiill satisfaction to the parties concerned". 
It was, perhaps, entitled to hope that this assurance would clear up the 
misgivings entertained by Jinnah and others about the all- parties' Report. At the same 
time the Congress spumed the British offer of a Round Table Conference, and of 
conducting any negotiations under its aegis. As immediate steps in the ensuing 
struggle it was decided to call for resignations from the councils and a boycott of their 
elections, to organize a campaign to enroll Congress members and volunteers, and to 
hold public meetings. 26 January 1930 was to be observed as the Independence Day. 
On this day the national tri-color was unfurled at countless meetings 
throughout the country. Everywhere a pledge drafted by Gandhi was taken: it recited 
the major grievances of the Indian people against British rule and declared that it 
would be "a crime against man and God" to submit any longer to such rule. The 
British government also began its own onslaught: just three days before Independence 
'^  Gopal, S. (ed.), Selected Works of Jawaharlal Nehru, Vol. IV, Delhi, 1973, p. 192. 
'* Ibid., p. 187. 
''' Collected Works ofMahatma Gandhi, XIII, New Delhi, 1970, p. 324. 
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Day, Subhas Bose was sentenced to a year's rigorous imprisonment on charges of 
sedition and conspiracy. The campaign of civil disobedience was yet to begin; in 
effect its date and form had been left to Gandhi to determine. He had as late as 
September 1929 denied that "the masses are impatient to be led to civil 
disobedience",^^ and he was now clearly anxious about creating intermediate slogans 
for mobilization. His "eleven points" in Young India,^' ostensibly in reply to a speech 
by Irwin, were clearly addressed not so much to the British government as to the 
various sections of the Indian people. The peasants were to be enticed by the demand 
for a 50 per cent reduction in land-revenue, to be made possible by corresponding 
reductions in military expenditure and salaries in "higher grade services"; and all the 
poor, generally, would benefit from the abolition of the salt tax. "Protective tariff on 
foreign cloth" would appeal to the millions of hand spinners and weavers as well as 
the industrialists and workers in the modem textile industry; the demand for the 
devaluation of the rupee to is.' 4d. and the reservation of coastal traffic to Indian 
shipping were designed to harness the sympathies of Indian capital. Total prohibition 
had religious appeal for both Hindus and Muslims, and Gandhi had been appealing to 
women particularly to support it. Finally, the discharge of political prisoners, abolition 
of the C.I.D., and issue of fire-arm licenses represented preliminary political demands 
affecting both the nationalists and ordinary people. One can imagine Gandhi 
subsequently scanning this list and narrowing the choice of the target for the initial 
offensive to point no.4, "abolition of the salt tax". This was an entirely regressive tax: 
its collection in 1929-30 amounted to Rs. 6.76 crores, a sum equal to two-fifths of the 
realization fi^om income tax. The salt duty not only fell heavily upon the poor, but its 
levy necessitated bans on small local salt-makers. In line with Gandhi's strategic 
thought, the demand for its abolition was moderate and reasonable while, by doubling 
the price of salt in most areas, it affected a very large number of people. Moreover, it 
was a cause with which the poor would identify. After obtaining an explicit 
authorization fi-om the Congress Working Committee (14-16 February), Gandhi 
20 
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announced the decision to begin the Satyagraha in a letter of 2 March to Irwin; and 
on 12 March 1930 he began it by starting on the famous Dandi March from his 
Sabarmati Ashram at Ahmadabad to Dandi on the Gujarat coast, where salt could be 
made from pans. As the 241- mile long march proceeded, the numbers of the 
satyagrahis grew as well as those who attended his meetings, in which, incidentally, 
he insisted on participation by the 'untouchables' as equals. 
The degree of local support was shown by the fact that, according to official 
reports, 227 village headmen in the area resigned their posts as part of non-
cooperation. On 6 April Gandhi and his companions defiantly broke the law by 
extracting salt. The news caused great excitement and similar salt-making satyagrahas 
were organized all over the country. On 14 April, Jawaharlal Nehru was arrested, to 
be tried and sentenced to six months' imprisonment under the Salt Act. Vithalbhai 
Patel, president of the central assembly resigned from the assembly, as did Malaviya 
on 25 April. The growing nationalist upsurge inspired Surjya Sen and his fellow 
revolutionaries of "the Indian Republican Army" to carry out a very bold undertaking, 
the Chittagong armory raid on 18 April. Having seized the police and auxiliary force 
armories' that night, they retreated to the hills, where on 22 April they fought a battle 
with British troops, with fatalities on both sides. There after they dispersed, Surjya 
Sen himself eluding capture for nearly three years, where after he died a martyr's 
death on 12 January 1934. As repression grew popular resistance also grew; and in 
late April Peshawar, on the other side of Chittagong, seemed to become for the 
moment the storm-centre of the movement. Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan, the 
legendary Pathan leader, had attended both the Calcutta and Lahore sessions of the 
Congress, and had made active preparations for Civil Disobedience, the membership 
of his volunteer Pakhtoon organization, "Khudai Khidmatgars" (popularly known as 
"Red Shirts"), reaching an estimated 50,000. On 19 April, Abdul Ghaffar Khan began 
civil disobedience with a mass meeting at his village of Utmanzai; and the picketing 
of liquor shops was set to begin at Peshawar from 23 April. Early on that day, 
however, the government acted, and Abdul Ghaffar Khan and the other main leaders 
were arrested. As a protesting crowd gathered at the Kabuli Gate at Peshawar, British 
troops were brought in, with armored cars. When the indignant crowd did not 
disperse, they opened fire from machine-guns, which continued for hours, until by the 
evening about 200 to 250 lay dead. 
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Martial law was, then, imposed. It was all so reminiscent of Jallianwala Bagh. 
In all but one respect, however: troops of the Royal Garhwal Rifles disobeyed orders 
and refiised to open fire. They continued their stoic defiance even when the crowd, 
maddened by the firing fi-om British troops, threw brickbats and missiles injuring the 
Garwalis. Removed fi-om the scene and then to their barracks, the Garhwalis refused 
to return to the city: they simply said, they could not open fire on their 
countrymen. Guarded by British troops (for the Sikh Regiment refiised the duty), 
they surrendered their arms, sixty seven of them were subjected to court martial, 
and received heavy sentences, including life imprisonment. However, no court 
martial in the world could deny to these Garhwalis the place they came to occupy in 
the hearts of the Indian people. Peshawar itself remained unsubdued until 4 May, 
when British control was reasserted over the city. The same night Gandhi was arrested 
under a Regulation of 1827 that made it possible to detain him without trial. Lord 
Irwin, who in April had been hopeftilly speaking of an astrological prediction of 
Gandhi's death, had now to face the situation he had so much feared: India's 
reaction to Gandhi's incarceration. The wave of protest first struck Bombay, the 
news sending people into the streets in such large numbers as to cause a general 
withdrawal of the police. Textile workers and railway men were out in thousands; 
cloth merchants went on a 6-day hartal. Police resorted to firing at protesting crowds 
in Calcutta and Delhi. Troops had to be used in Peshawar again and in Kohat in mid-
May. But it was the industrial town of Sholapur, which now repeated the April 
exploits of Peshawar. On 7 May as the textile workers came out on strike, British 
authority was violently overthrown (some policemen being killed), liquor shops were 
set on fire and control by Congress volunteers was established over the town. The 
government's writ could be re-established only after the imposition of martial law on 
16 May. Before his arrest Gandhi was planning a new Satyagraha at the Dharasana 
salt-works in Gujarat. Now Sarojini Naidu and Imam Saheb (Gandhi's colleague of 
South Afiicans days) led some 2500 marchers on 21 May. "Suddenly", reported an 
eye-witness, the American journalist Webb Miller, "at a word of command, scores of 
native policemen \ rushed upon the advancing marchers and rained blows on their 
head with their steel-shod lathis. Not one of the marchers even raised an arm to fend 
off the blows. Those struck down fell sprawling unconscious or writhing with 
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fractured skulls or broken shoulders. The survivors, without breaking ranks, silently 
and doggedly marched on until struck down". 
Nothing better brings out the bias of 'the Cambridge school', with its silent 
supposition that Englishmen could never lie, while the word of Indians is always 
suspect, than Judith Brown's attribution of the "blood- curdling accounts of police 
brutality" to the "excellent pubUcity machine of the Congress": the "savage police 
beatings" did not, of course, occur were they not "refuted" by the government -
some three weeks after the incident, on 11 June.^ "* The Salt Satyagraha in the 
meantime grew almost spontaneously into a mass Satyagraha. Everywhere merchants 
and shopkeepers dealing in foreign cloth (especially English) had to face picketing 
and social boycott; the unpopular forest laws, were defied in Maharashtra, 
Kamataka, and Central Provinces. A new phase began when peasants in Gujarat, 
starting from Bardoli (10 May) refused to pay revenue, braving the seizure of their 
crops and lands. In Midnapore district of Bengal peasant defiance took the form of 
reftisal to pay chowkidar tax. The government replied by the Prevention of 
Intimidation Ordinance and the Unlawful Instigation Ordinance, both promulgated on 
30 May. On 20 July came the News-sheets and Newspapers Ordinance, followed on 
10 October by the Unlawful Association Ordinance. Correspondence came under 
censorship, the Congress and its associate organizations were declared illegal, and 
their funds made subject to seizure. 
These measures did not appear to have any effect on the movement: Even 
Muslim nationalists, like Dr M.A. Ansari, who had been critical of the Lahore 
decision to launch Civil disobedience, trained their guns on the British government; 
Syed Mahmud, Tasadduq Sherwani, and Rafi Kidwai now went to jail. So did 
Madan Mohan Malaviya. The over-all strong middle-class support to the movement 
was shown in the elections in September 1930, where the Congress-imposed boycott 
in the limited electorates forced a fall from a poll percentage of 48.07 in the previous 
elections (1926) to a mere 26.1 in the elections held now for the central legislative 
assembly; in the provincial councils a similar trend was noticeable in all 
provinces, but the sharpest fall was in Bombay, from 48.2 in 1926 to 16.5 in 1930. 
Tarachand, op. cit., p. 127. 
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The decline also extended to most Muslim constituencies in the provincial council 
elections, but it was significantly less sharp than in the general (non-Muslim) 
constituencies?^_ The large numbers of persons courting arrest exceeded all 
expectations. Official reports indicated that 29,054 persons were in prison in 
connection with Civil Disobedience in mid November 1930. Of these 359 were 
women and 1,150 Muslims. While the spread of the movement had local variations, 
pockets of intense activity interspersed with relatively quiet areas - an unevenness on 
which much stress has been laid in recent work - a large degree of participation was 
seen in towns, and the movement was undoubtedly making significant gains in the 
villages. The Civil Disobedience Movement coincided with the onset of the most 
critical period of the 1929-32 Depression. The weighted index of agricultural prices 
shows that prices had been declining since 1926 (when it was 283), but in 1930 there 
was a sudden dip from 252 (in 1929) to 206. Such a fall meant that peasants would 
find it very hard to pay the zamindars (landlords) the cash rents due to the latter, or to 
repay their loans to the usurers, or, in areas where they were the revenue-payers 
themselves, to pay the revenue to government. In Gujarat where the last situation 
prevailed, the battle had been entered in right earnest in May itself And now the 
conflagration spread as the peasants in increasing numbers saw their financial 
salvation in Civil Disobedience. At the same time, the depression affected the towns 
differently. The rising unemployment greatly reduced working-class militancy. Urban 
middle-class participation had perhaps also passed its zenith by the autumn. When 
Jawaharlal Nehru came out of prison on 11 October 1930, he immediately saw the 
duality in the situation: there was a vast opportunity offered for a no-tax campaign 
among peasants, but where peasants were zamindars' tenants, as in U.P., this could, 
only become a no-rent campaign and, therefore, raise a "class issue". On the other 
hand, the existing Civil Disobedience campaign was "getting a bit stale"; and "the 
cities and middle classes were a bit tired of hartals and processions". Nehru's 
instinctive answer to this dilemma was to take the bull by the horns. If a "fresh 
infusion of blood" had to come, it had to be from the peasantry -"the reserve stocks 
there were enormous". Civil Disobedience would, then, "again become a mass 
movement, touching the vital interests of the masses".^^ 
^^  Brown, J., op. c/?., pp. 390-93. 
-'' Nehru, J., op. cit., pp. 131-2. 
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About 1,600 delegates gathered at Allahabad on 19 October to open "a no-tax 
campaign" in the district. Jawaharlal spoke at it and was promptly re-arrested, and 
sentenced to a total of two years' rigorous imprisonment, with a further five 
months in default of fines. The sentence on Jawaharlal was illustrative of the kind 
of treatment the civil resisters were getting. Floggings began to occur in prisons. 
According to an official estimate there were still in February 1931 some 23-24,000 
Civil Disobedience prisoners, and the total number of those who had been 
through jail was put at 60,000. The All India Congress Committee reported 92,000 
convictions during the period up to the suspension of the movement in March 1931. 
The massive impact of the movement was seen in the dramatic fall in the 
consumption of British cloth, the import of Brifish cotton piece-goods falling 
precipitately fi-om 1,248 million yards in 1929-30 to only 543 million yards in 
1929-30; and this despite a great fall in prices in the rafio of 26.0 to 22.5 per unit 
of all foreign cloth imported. The psychological shift among the Indian consumers 
was so profound that the share in the Indian market now lost by Britain was 
never regained.^^ 
On 26 January 1931, on the very first anniversary of the Independence pledge, 
all members of the Congress Working Committee were released, including Gandhi 
and Jawaharlal Nehru. The unconditional release signaled the British government's 
wish to have another attempt at negotiations. An earlier abortive attempt had been 
made through mediators in August 1930. Motilal and Jawaharlal Nehru had been 
taken fi-om Naini Jail to Yeravada Jail to meet Gandhi, in order to fi-ame the 
Congress response to the British government's desire that the Congress take part in 
the First Round Table Conference. The Congress leaders countered with a strong 
demand for some prior British commitment to India's right to secede fi-om the 
empire. The first Round Table Conference was, therefore, a meeting between 
British politicians in London (12 November 1930 to 19 January 1931) with motiey 
loyalist, "liberal" and communal leaders, and princes' representatives, which 
resulted in nothing substantial, partly because these groups could not agree among 
themselves on any point, and, partly, because without their commanding any 
influence over any section of Indian opinion, their agreement was politically 
Bagchi, Amiya Kumar, Private Investment in India, 1900-1939, London, 1972, p. 238. 
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worthless. On the closing day of the conference the British prime minister Ramsay 
MacDonald made a speech which seemed to lay before India the very limited 
perspective of the grant of "responsible" government in the provinces; a "federation", 
which would include the princes, with their internal powers unimpaired; and the 
continuance of British authority over the army, external relations and the protection of 
British economic interests and of minorities. The Conference was to be convened 
again. On 17 January Lord Irwin in his speech to the central assembly, uttering sweet 
words about Gandhi, invited him and the Congress to participate in the Second Round 
Table Conference. It is more or less clear why the British government should have 
endeavored once again to achieve an end to the Civil Disobedience by conceding 
nothing substantial. What was being offered, only in the form of vague principles, was 
severely constrained: "self-government" was a far cry from dominion status, let alone 
"Puma swaraj". All methods of repression had failed to bring the Civil Disobedience 
movement to heel; and already in December 1930, Irwin had admitted to the 
secretary of the state that the administration had "been subject to continuous strain for 
nearly nine months", and "we cannot afford to allow the strain to get heavier"." 
There was some official alarm by March at the Congress organizing a 
movement against ftiU-rent payment in U.P.; and even a friend of the British 
government, Tej Bahadur Sapru admitted (25 March) that the economic situation of 
the U.P. Peasants was "very bad", and "they have been thoroughly infected by the 
'no-rent' doctrines".^'' 
If victory could not be forced over the Congress in these conditions, a truce 
could be of inestimable advantage to the government. What does not come out 
immediately so clearly is why the Congress leadership, and Gandhi, in particular, 
should reverse the position taken at Yeravada in August and move towards a truce. 
Sumit Sarkar has argued that Indian big business pressure was now at work. Indian 
industrial houses had been placated by a surcharge of 5 per cent on imported piece 
goods imposed in February 1931; and he quotes D.P. Khaitan's speech as president of 
the Indian Chamber of Commerce, 11 February, suggesting "to Mahatma Gandhi and 
the Congress that the time has come when they should explore the possibilities of 
"* Telegram, 20 Dec, quoted by Brown, J., op.cit., pp. 168-9. 
-" Ibid., p. 198. 
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an honorable settlement... We all want peace". Sir Purushottamdas Thakurdas, the 
leading industrialist of Bombay, had invited the ire of the Congress in November 
1931, for giving a farewell dinner to the Bombay police commissioner; now, he was 
the principal business representative trying to persuade Gandhi to go to the 
negotiating table. 
Gandhi could not wholly ignore the opinion of this class, however much his 
own backers from amongst its ranks (like Ambalal Sarabhai and G.D. Birla) remained 
loyal and appeared unassertive. It is yet possible that the principal factor motivating a 
compromise lay elsewhere: in an appreciation that the Satyagraha as conducted till 
hitherto was losing steam; and neither Gandhi nor the Congress were either 
ideologically or organizationally prepared to harness the vast reserves of peasant 
unrest over rent that Nehru had spoken of There was, first, the tactical disadvantage 
that "neither government nor the big zamindars took any widespread action to 
terrorise the recalcitrant tenantry for several months",^' so that a political 
confrontation could not immediately emerge. Secondly, the Congress organization 
itself had a large number of zamindars and was hardly anti-zamindar agitation. 
Moreover, Nehru himself acknowledges that there was little reflection of the agrarian 
orientation of the Congress in provinces other than U.P. 
The danger in letting the Civil Disobedience Movement lose its momentum 
without a compromise was the demoralization that would thereupon set in among 
those who had been imprisoned and whose property and official posts had been 
forfeited. Their situation weighed heavily on Gandhi's mind, as heard the Congress 
Working Committee was compelled to take the fateftil decision for negotiations that 
they did. Motilal Nehru's death (6 February 1931) had deprived the top Congress 
leadership of an old moderate who in his last days had taken a very uncompromising 
stand; and his absence tended to isolate Jawaharlal in his forlorn struggle against the 
current. The surrounding circumstances were still by no means propitious for a 
compromise. Chandrashekhar Azad, the well-known revolutionary, died in an 
Sarkar, Sumit, The Logic of Gandhian Nationalism', in Indian Historical Review, III (1) (1976), 
pp. 136-41. 
Nehru, J., An Autobiography, op. cit, p.237. But Gandhi in his conversations with the Home 
Secretary, H.W., and Emerson on 6 April 1931 did refer to "brutal treatment of tenants by 
landlords" in U.P., Collected Works ofMahatma Gandhi, Vol. XLV, p. 454, 
'" Nehru, J., op. cit., p. 238. 
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encounter with the poHce at Allahabad on 27 February. On 7 October 1930 Bhagat 
Singh, Sukhdev and Rajguru were sentenced to death by the special tribunal, and their 
hanging was set for 23 March 1931. All India was anxious for the saving of their 
young lives; but it was clear that the British government would exclude the case from 
its negotiations with the Congress. Conversations took place between Gandhi and 
Irwin at the Viceregal Lodge, Delhi, beginning on 27 February; and on 5 March the 
official Gazette of India Extraordinary published the terms of the Gandhi Irwin 
agreement.^^ 
By it, the Civil Disobedience Movement of the Congress was to be 
"discontinued" (not withdrawn) while the Government would release all political 
prisoners and withdraw the Ordinances issued during the period of Civil Disobedience 
as well as the notifications of unlawful associations. The agreement went into detail 
in defining what the Congress could not do (e.g. undertake defiance of laws, agitate 
for "non- payment of revenue", resort to aggressive picketing); on the other hand, the 
matter of inquiries against the police was explicitly shelved. Government grant of 
release would not apply to prisoners convicted of or charged with violence. Civil 
resisters' land and immovable property that had been confiscated would be returned, 
but not if it had been "sold to third parties". Posts Irom which supporters of the 
movement had been removed might be restored to them if no fi-esh permanent 
appointments had been made. The ban on salt-making would be lifted for those who 
did not make it for the general market. As for the larger political settlement, the 
principles of Ramsay MacDonald's speech of 19 January were to be made the basis 
for "the participation of the representatives of the Congress in the further discussions 
on the scheme of constitutional reform". The announcement of the Gandhi-Irwin pact 
was greeted by the Congress rank and file as a great success. Within a few days, some 
14000 of the political prisoners were released;'''' and as came out, they received warm 
public receptions in their towns and villages. It appeared to them, as it did to Winston 
Churchill, the inveterate enemy of Indian fi-eedom, that the British viceroy had at last 
been forced into negotiating with Gandhi "as an equal and as if Gandhi were the 
victor in some warlike encounter." 
Collected (Forks ofMahatma Gandhi, vol. XLV, op.cit., pp. 432-6. 




It could be argued that the truce would give time to the Congress to 
consolidate and reopen the struggle even more vigorously, if the promised 
"constitutional reform" proved to the inadequate. Indeed, the government seemed 
much troubled by these countrywide celebrations of triumph, which seemed to give to 
the Congress so much added prestige and strength.^^ But those who had thought of 
an uncompromising struggle for independence, like Jawaharlal Nehru and Subhas 
Chandra Bose, were left to wonder if all the sound and fiary had not ended in "a 
whimper". 
Their premonitions proved to be justified. Even the promises of the 
MacDonald statement were never fulfilled. It took more than four years for the British 
parliament to embody them, under the most restrictive interpretation, in the 
Government of India Act, 1935; and two years more had to pass 1930-31 before 
this Act's provisions for "Provincial Autonomy" were implemented (after the 1937 
elections). The provisions for sharing "responsibility" at the centre were never put 
into effect, the Government of India Act, 1919, remaining in force in part right up to 
1947. The absence of a time-fi^ ame deprived all constitutional pledges of any 
meaning. There were others too outside the Congress who protested: On 16 March at 
a labour meeting at Parle, Bombay, and Gandhi confi-onted communist hecklers who 
taunted him for forgetting the Meerut accused, his own eleven points and "the 
substance of Independence".^^ 
But the most emotional outcry came ft-om the supporters of the revolutionaries 
who felt that enough had not been done for saving Bhagat Singh, who, with his two 
comrades, went to the gallows on 23 March, head high to the last. The Gandhi-Irwin 
pact was to be presented to the Congress meeting at Karachi, due to meet in the last 
week of March 1931. Despite some public demonstrations against Gandhi by groups 
of radical youth, the Congress passed (29 March) a resolution approving the terms of 
"the provisional settlement", but asserting that "the Congress goal of Puma swaraj 
(complete independence) remains intact".^^ 
Nehru, J., op. cit., p. 263. 
•"' Ibid., p. 259. 
Collected Works ofMahatma Gandhi, vol. LXV, op. cit., pp. 298-338. 
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B. THE ROUND TABLE CONFERENCE 
In the Government of India Act, 1919 there was a provision that the British 
Government would appoint at the end often years a Royal Commission to investigate 
in to the working the constitution and to report up on such change as may be found 
necessary.^'' Consequently the Simon Commission was appointed in 1928. It was 
purely a parliamentary commission without any Indian member on it. The Indian 
National Congress, therefore, opposed the Commission and carried on a great 
agitation against it throughout the country to assuage this feeling of opposition of the 
Congress. It was announced by the British Government that after the work of the 
Commission was completed, representatives before the new constitution for the 
country was settled. In accordance with this announcement representative Indians 
were called to London at a Round Table Conference along with the British 
representatives. 
The first Round Table Conference no doubt, made it abundantly clear that all 
Indians, irrespective of caste, party community or interest were united in the demand 
for the transfer of responsibility to an Indian Cabinet answerable to an elective 
legislature. Most of them agreed that for the transitional period, some safeguards or 
reservation of powers was necessary."" 
The first Round Table Conference met between November, 12, 1930 and 19 
January 1931, when in India the civil disobedience movement was in progress. The 
total number of delegates was 89, of whom 16 were British parliamentary delegates, 
57 representatives of British India and 16 fi^om Indian states."*^ 
The Conference outwardly aimed at a workable solution to the Indian 
constitutional problem. But the first session of the Round Table conference afforded 
the first close-up of the constitutional future.'*^ Because the congress was not 
represented as it had reftjsed to accept the Simon Report and insisted that the 
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independence and in the absence of any such stipulation. The Mushms were 
represented among others, by Aga Khan, who was elected as the head of the Indian 
Delegation, Muhammad Iqbal, Jinnah and Zafarullah Khan. 
The cardinal question at the conference and the one on which it was virtually 
wrecked, was that of Hindu-Muslim antagonism. It was a minority problem, but 
"there never was a minority problem like this in the history of the world."'*'* 
It proposed large Measures of self rule and was willing to go ahead even if 
same of the more basic disputes were not resolved. This uneasiness was intensified by 
the Irwin-Gandhi settlement, which accorded, what appeared to be a privileged 
position to the congress.'*^ Within three weeks of the "Pact" there accurred the savage 
communal riots at Cawnpore which significantly meant reaction against congress plan 
to face the unwilling Muslim shopkeepers for the participation in hartal in memory of 
Bhopal Singh who was exempted on 23'^ '' March. 
It so happened that which the first Round Table conference was meeting in 
London, the civil disobedience movement and by the end of 1930, the Government 
had to realize that without the participation of the Congress in the conference any 
settlement was not just because the Indian people were not represented properly. The 
times warned, "No Indian delegation without Gandhi, the two Nehrus, Malaviya or 
Patel could possibly be looked on as representive. 
However mistaken any man may think him to be and however deplorable may 
appear the result of the policy associated with his name no one can fail to recognize 
the spiritual force which impels Mr. Gandhi to Count no sacrifice. Too great in the 
cause as he believes of India he loves.'*^ 
Lord Irwin act ultimately decided to see Gandhi, they met together and on the 
might of the 4"" March, the agreement was signed as follows. 
1- As regards constitutional questions, federation was admitted as the essential 
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2- The congress would be invited to participate in the discussions of the 
conference. 
3- Civil Disobedience would be discontinued which meant organized defiance of 
law, non-payment of revenge and other legal dues, publication of news sheets 
in support of civil disobedience, attempt to influence civil and military 
servants and village officials against Government would be given up. 
4- Regarding the boycott of British goods, the encouragement of Indian 
Industries by propaganda was permitted, but boycott as a political weapon 
would be esc he wed. 
5- Gandhi is suggestion for enquiry in to the police excesses was considered 
undesirable. 
6- Ordinances promulgated in connection with the civil disobedience movement 
would be withdrawn. 
7- Notifications declaring associations unlawful would be withdrawn. 
8- Pending prosecutions would be withdrawn, except in case of offences' 
involving violence. 
9- Prisoners not charged with violence would be released. 
10- Fines would be remitted. 
11- Moveable property seized in connection with the movement if in the 
possession of government or forfeited or attached in connection with the 
realization of land revenue would be returned, but properly sold to third 
parties would be regarded as finally disposed of 
12- .Immoveable property would be returned, but property sold to third parties 
would be regarded as finally disposed of 
13- Case of Government officers who had resigned would be reviewed, but posts 
permanently filled up would not be restored to original incumbents 
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14- In the event of congress failing to give full effect to the obligations of the 
agreement. Government would take what action it deemed necessary."^ ** 
From the congress point of view, the Gandhi-Irwin pact was regarded as 
successful one. Gandhi and Lord Irwin take from hours. An agreement was reached 
and published on the 5"" March 1931. This Delhi or Gandhi Irwin pact stipulated the 
following. 
(a) Civil disobedience would be effectively discontinued. 
(b) Steps would be taken for the participation of congress in the conference. 
(c) Congress would be allowed peaceful picketing on behalf of Indian-made 
goods. 
(d) The Government would withdraw all ordinances except the one concerned 
with terrorist activities. 
(e) The Government would withdraw all prosecution relating to offences not 
involving violence. 
(f) Persons undergoing sentences of imprisonment for their activities during the 
disturbances would be released. 
(g) Other concessions were made by the Government in respect of fines imposed 
movable goods seized and the location of punitive police during the current. 
Conserving this pact, there was nothing striking about this brief agreement in 
which the congress had agreed to give up the civil disobedience in exchange for a few 
minor concessions for the Government. Its impact was mainly psychological people in 
different ways reacted towards it. Some stated that Gandhi earned and esteem and 
veneration which no Indian enjoyed during the British rules. But on the other hand, it 
is observed that it was a fatal blow to the British prestige from which it never 
recovered besides, the Muslim leader's fact horrified and victimized barring the right 
wing of conservative opinion. The pact was generally hailed as a victory and 
48 
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reconciliation. The times was pleased and denied that it was surrender to Gandhi.^° 
The Manchester Guardian admitted that Gandhi had met the viceroy on equal terms 
and called it a triumph for "Indian nationalism."^' It was emphatic that the prestige of 
the Government of India would not suffer by this agreement.^^ And that there was no 
capitulation on either side but only an understanding and a sense of common 
purposed." 
The king himself was full of admiration for the patience and forbearance that 
Irwin had shown in dealing with Gandhi and felt that the Viceroy deserved the very 
greatest credit for bringing about the pact.^ "* The government of India's official reports 
for this period also admits that the pact increased the influence of the congress and 
was taken to mean a victory for the cause of the disobedience movement. 
Thus in this complicated situation the second Round Table conference took 
place on September been 17 1931 and lasted till December 1931. The membership 
was Gandhi represented the congress as its sole delegate concerned Gandhi tried his 
best to meet their demands before he left for London. He net the Muslim meeting 
could not achieve any concrete result. A month back the Muslim league had already 
indicated its terms and conditions on which it had decided to accept a constitution of 
the federal tope. It demanded: 
1 - The automoney of the constituent units; 
2- Complete residency powers for the provinces. 
3- Transfer of power from parliament to the provinces. 
4- Federal subject to be selected with the mutual consent of the provinces. 
5- No. difference in the power of the British provinces and the Indian states. 
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7- Guarantee of Muslim majorities in the legislature of Muslim majority 
province. 
8- Separate communal electorates. 
9- Muslim members in all cabinets control as well as provincial. 
10- No legislation on communal matters if three quarter of the members of a 
community objected.^^ 
Fagli Hussain firmly opposed the reduction of the demands of the Muslim 
conference, especially their demand relating to separate electorates 56 
In the second week of July, 1931 the congress working committee met at 
Bombay and in a resolution assured the Muslims and Sikhs that no solution of the 
minorities' problem in any future constitution would be acceptable to the congress 
that did not give full satisfaction to the parties concemed.^^The statement of the 
scheme of minority rights was adopted, which comprised the following points. 
1- Guarantee in fiindamental rights for : 
a. The protection of culture language script, education, profession and 
practices of religion and religious endowments. 
b. The protection of personal law. 
c. The protection of political and other rights under the jurisdiction of the 
federal government. 
2- Adult franchise 
3- (a) Joint electorates 
(b) Resonation of seals for the Hindus in Sind. The Muslims in Assam and 
the Sikhs in Punjab and NWF province, and for Hindus and Muslims 
Wherever they were (less than 25 per cent in population, and in the 
The Times, London, 14 April 1931. 
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federal and provincial legislatures on the basis of population with the 
rights to contest additional seats. 
4- Appointment to the government services by non-party public service 
commission with due regard to efficiency as well as equal opportunity and a 
far share in the services to communal minorities. 
5- Recognition of interests of minorities in the formation of carbonates at the 
centre and in the provinces. 
6- Uplifting the status of NWF provinces and Baluchistan to that of the other 
provinces. 
7- Separation of Sind. 
8- Constituting India as federal state with residency powers vesting in the 
CO 
federating units. 
The adoption of the working committee's resolution by the congress at 
Karachi was tantamount to the acceptance of the fourteen point proposal of sinned 
with one exception that the reservation of 33 1/3 percent r representation to the 
Muslims in federal legislature.^^ 
Mahatma Gandhi was deputed on behalf of the congress as its sole delegate to 
the second Round Table Conference, where Gandhi participated from the 7 
September to 19"' December. Is has already been noticed, the British Government had 
nominated Indians from British India including many Muslims but it rejected 
Gandhi's suggestion to invite Ansari. 
The most important and relevant aspect of the second round table conference 
was its efforts to solve the communal problem in India. The communal award was the 
intervening period between the second and third round table conference. The 
communal award as announced on the 17* August 1932. 
Proceeding, Indian Round Table conference, September to 31 December, Calcutta, 1932, p. 1391 
Tarachand, op.cit., p. 166 
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One of the committee appointed by the Round Table Conference was the 
"Minorities Committee" which was entrusted with the task of deaUng with the 
question of minorities. The composition of the "Minorities committee" was as 
follows: 
1. Ramsay Mac Donald (Chairman) 
2. Issac Fort 
3. Wedgewood Benn 
4. Sir Samuel Home 
5. C.Y. Chintamani 
6. Lord Snell 
7. Major the Hon. G. Stanley 
8. H.H. The Aga Khan 
9. Sir Saiyed Ali Imam 
10. B.R. Ambedkar 
11. E.C. Benthall 
12. G.D. Birla 
13. Nawab of Chhitari 
14. S.K. Dutta 
15. Fazi-ul-Haq 
16. M.K. Gandhi 
17. Diwan Bahadur Raja Narendra Nath 
18. Mrs. Sarojini Naidu 
19. Sir Sultan Ahmed 
20. Sir Muhammad Shafi etc.^° 
60 Proceeding, Indian Round Table conference, London, 1931, Session-2, pp. 331-4. 
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The report of the sub-committee III (Minority) approved by the committee of 
the full conference on 19"^  January, 1931, recorded that the opinion was unanimous it 
suggested. 
In order to secure the co-operation of all committee which are essential to the 
successful working of responsible government in India, it was necessary that the new 
constitution should contain provisions designed to assure the communities that their 
interests would not be prejudiced and that it was particularly desirable that some 
agreement should come to the major communities in order to facilitate the 
consideration of the whole question.^' 
In these circumstances, it recommended that the conference should register an 
opinion that it was desirable for an agreement upon the claims made to it that 
negotiations should be continued between the representatives concerned. 62 
Virtually the Prime Minister did not relish the role of an arbiter. He made it 
clear that Indians must solve this problem for themselves. The first, of the privileges 
and burdens of a self-governing people, he postulated, was to agree as to how the 
democratic principle was to applied^^ 
Therefore, an ad hoc committee was set up to examine this problem. At the 
first meeting of the resumed committee on the 25* September, it was reported that 
informal negotiations were proceeding between certain member of the communities 
concerned and after discussion it was unanimously agreed that in order to give these 
negotiations an opportunity to reach a conclusion the committee should adjourn until 
the 1^ ' October, 1931 to enable the continuance of the negotiations, was moved by 
Gandhi and was unanimously accepted. It was agreed that the problem of the 
depressed classes and other smaller minorities would form part of the communal 
problem which was to be the subject matter of the conversation '^* 
The meeting of the conference fixed for the S"^  October, 1931 to receive the 
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session. A hushed silence fell on everybody as the Prime Minister took his seat and 
called upon Gandhi to speak. Gandhi first expressed his deep sense of sorrow for the 
absence of Ansari and then insisted upon his claim for the representation of all the 
communities was due to the interference and the policy of divide and rule of the 
foreign domination. Further, he went onto say that congress was the only 
representative body of all the parties in India. 
On the whole, Gandhi claimed on certain grounds that congress alone 
represented India. He asserted that the untouchables could not be separated fi"om the 
body of Hinduism and that Hindus and Muslims could and should live together in a 
United India without either separate representation or special safeguards, each one 
of which was contested by a majority of other delegates.^^ The memorandum of the 
Hindu Mahasabha on the congress formula of communal settlement probably 
classifies the facts. B.S. Moonje on behalf of Hindu Mahasabha, expressed his whole-
hearted appeal to the assurances given by the congress that no solution thereof in any 
future constitution will be acceptable to the congress that does not give full 
satisfaction to the parties concerned^'' 
He suggested some notable amendments for the communal solution. A 
memorandum detailing congress's scheme for a communal settlement was circulated 
on behalf of the congress. The scheme formulated by the congress laid stress on the 
fact that the congress takes nationalism as its ideal. And to hold this fact only 
congress dropped the Nehru Report. It says: "Hence, the Congress is precluded fi-om 
setting forth any communal solution of the communal problem. But at this critical 
juncture in the history of the nation, it is felt that the working committee should 
suggest the adoption by the country a solution as possible and generally acceptable to 
the communities concerned.^* 
B.S. Moonje testified and gave his full consent to the memorandum. 
Expressing his satisfaction to the assurance given by the congress he stated: "on 
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given by the congress that no solution thereof in any future constitution will be 
acceptable to the congress that does not give full satisfaction to the parties 
concerned. 
(a) No person shall by reason of his origin, religion, caste or creed, be prejudiced 
in any way in regard to public employments, office of power or with regard to 
enjoyment of his civil rights and the exercise of any trade or calling. 
(b) Statutory safeguards shall be incorporated in the constitution with a view to 
protect enactments of the legislature of discriminatory laws affecting any 
community. 
(c) Full religious liberty, full liberty of belief, worship observance, propaganda 
associations and education shall be guaranteed to all communities subject to 
the maintaince of public order and morality. 
(d) No person shall merely by change of faith lose any civic rights or privilege, or 
be subject to any penalty. 
(e) All communities at present enjoying representation in any legislature through 
nomination or election shall have representation in all legislatures through 
separate electorate and the minorities shall have not less than the proportion 
set forth in the Annexure but no majority shall be reduced to a minority or 
even equality. Provided that after a lapse of ten years it will be open to 
Muslims in Punjab and Bengal and any minorities communities in any other 
province to accept joint electorates, or joint electorates with reservation of 
seats by the consent of the community concerned.'"^ 
Thus, the Muslim representative expressed their special claim. 
(a) The North-West Frontier Province shall be constituted as a Governor's 
province on the same footing as other provinces with due regard to the 
necessary requirement for the security of the frontier. Besides in the formation 
of the provincial legislature the nominations shall not exceed more than 10 per 




(b) Sind shall be separated from the Bombay presidency and made a Governor's 
province similar to and on the same footing as other provinces in British India. 
(c) Musalman representation in the central legislature shall be one third of the 
total number of the House and their representation in the central legislature 
shall not be less than the proportion set forth in the Annexure.^' 
A much observed feature of the conferences was an unceasing tug of war 
between Gandhi and Ambedkar. Ambedkar, the leader of the untouchables, was an 
able advocate fluent in speech and aggressive by temperament. By the time he himself 
was facing a problem to save the untouchables from the high caste Hindu attack, 
Gandhi took up the position that untouchables were Hindus and that they could not be 
separated from the main body of Hinduism on the other hand, Ambedkar and rigid 
protection. Gandhi would not think of a compromise on the terms which remotely 
resembled those of Ambedkar Gandhi's refusal turned Ambedkar to other minority 
representatives and its result was an agreement commonly known as the Minorities 
Pact which was neither accepted by Hindus nor by the Sikhs. It put Gandhi in 
dilemma. 
The Communal Award conceded separate electorates to the Muslims, Sikhs, 
Indian Christians, Anglo-Indians, and European. Labour, commerce, industry, mining 
and planting, land holders and universities were also given separate constituencies, 
where all voters except Muslims, Sikhs, Christians, Anglo-Indians or Europeans were 
entitled to vote. It was for the first time that Depressed Classes were recognized as a 
minority. 
The notable features of the Award were: 
1. There shall be Separate Electorates for the Depressed Classes earmarked from 
the General Constituencies. 
2. The Depressed Classes will not only vote for the election of Depressed Classes 
representatives but also for Hindu Candidates of General Constituencies. Thus 
they will get weight age of having two votes. 
7) Ibid. 
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3. The system of Separate Electorates will last only for twenty years. 
4. This system can be abolished with the mutually agree alternative mechanism 
Granting of Communal Electorate to the Depressed Classes touched Mahatma 
Gandhi so deeply that he declared 'fast' till the decision was reversed. Writing a letter 
to the British Prime Minister '^* he assumed that the Separate Electorates were equally 
harmful for the Depressed Classes and Hinduism. Responding to the letter the Prime 
Minister remarked the following: 
1. The decision should be acceptable to you as signatory to the agreement to 
have left the question of electorates to the government due to contradictory 
views of Indian representation at the second round table conference. 
2. It is misunderstanding that the electorates will have a split between Hindus 
and Untouchables rather two votes been accorded to Depresses Classes so that 
they not only elect their own representatives but also vote for Hindu 
candidates in the general constituencies. The two stage election of Depressed 
Classes representatives will make Hindus also to vote for them for their final 
election. 
3. There is no communal electorate for the Depresses as for other groups like 
Muslims, Christians, and Sikhs etc. 
It was on the fifth day of the fast that leaders of both sides that is, Hindus and 
the Depressed Classes agreed on a formula that is known as the Poona pact, signed on 
25 September 1932, by Ambedker on behalf on behalf of the Classed and by Mandan 
Mohan Malaviya on behalf of the caste-Hindus The substance of the Poona pact was 
the reservation of seats on joint Electorates to the Depressed classed out of seats 
classified as general seats. All members of Depressed classes who were registered on 
the general electoral roll of constituencies had to elect a panel of four candidates 
belonging to their own community and the four persons who received the highest 
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number of votes in this primary election were to be the candidates for election to the 
reserved seat was to be elected by the general electorate including the Depressed 
Classes. The number of seats reserved for the Depressed Classes under the Poona pact 
got practically double the number reserved under the Communal Award^^ 
Apart from this, there was a provision for 18 percent reservation for the 
Depressed Classes in the Central Legislature of British India. The Depressed Classes 
were not to be discriminated against while being considered for appointments to 
Public Services. However, there was no fixed percentage of them at this juncture. 
Every province was to earmark adequate educational grants for providing educational 
facilities to the members of the Depressed Class. 
We observe that during the Round Table Conferences, Ambedkar's arguments 
became more voluble and determined, and solutions to the problems more precise and 
specific. At the same time, the solutions were proposals put by Ambedkar. 
Consequently there had been acceptance of general rules for the participation of the 
Depressed Classes in the education and employment spheres. However on the 
political front for the representation of the Depressed Classes the Separate Electorates 
could not be accepted, and Ambedkar accepted to the propositions of Joint Electorates 
for the Depressed Classes reluctantly. 
This agreement is known as the "Poona-Pact" and was later incorporated in 
the Government of India Act of 1935. Both the parties were unhappy with this pact. 
So this resulted in widening the gap between Gandhi and Dr. Ambedkar, Dr. 
Ambedkar finally decided to adopt different means. 
Babasaheb Ambedkar had established two political parties, one. Independent 
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Labour Party in 1936 and other, Scheduled Castes Federafion in 1942. 
During 1934-46 Ambedkars efforts were focused on extension of reservation 
to public employment and education. Some other solutions had also significant 
additions from the previous articulations such as separate settlements and re-
Joint Committee on Indian Constitutional Reforms, vol. I , p. 96 
'''' Ambedker, B.R. (1932). 'Poona Pact Correspondence with Gandhi and Others', in Vasant Moon 
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emphasizing on the carried out by private contractors. The most important aspect of 
interventions during this period has been to put a check on the future Legislatures and 
Executives to end the safeguards agreed upon that was further elaborated in the 
memorandum to the Constituent Assembly. 
In 1935, he announced his intention to change his religion, at Yevala near 
Nasik, and to establish Ambedkar Political Party called the Independent Labour Party 
in 1936, for broader support. He decided that even though he had been bom a Hindu, 
he would not die a Hindu. The announcement of the conversion alienated the 
depressed classes other than the Mahars. 
The Communal Award divided not only the communities but it threatened 
to split the congress itself too, two bonafide members of the congress. Malaviya and 
Aney resigned from the congress on the same ground on 18 June 1934. Aney wrote to 
the president of all India congress committee thus: "I am entirely opposed to the 
resolution redefinition of congress policy on the white paper proposals and the 
no 
communal award which the committee has passed at its meeting. 
The Communal Award naturally went in for a good deal of adverse criticism 
both as regards its principle and details in the nationalist circles in Indian. A letter 
written to Gandhi by Sheikh Mohammad Alam may be relevant here. I feel that the 
congress has felt shy here in giving a bold battle to communalism which has eaten up 
nn 
every fiber of our body politic. 
Another letter to Kelkar from Saverkar on the identical lines says: "The 
attempt to divide the nation for ever in to pieces as provide for in the Communal 
Award must be rooted out".**° 
The rumor was in the air that the congress leaders out of fear of offending the 
Muslims did not want to be disturbed until some substitute, agreeable to Muslims, 
could be found. One daring letter from Shadi Ram Sharma, member. City Congress 
working committee to Jawaharlal Nehru is worth quoting: The congress has taken a 
Records, Private Letters, Government of India, Fde No., G. 34/1934, New Delhi. 
Ibid. 
Confidential Records Government of India, Home Political Department File No.s, 124/34, 
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most anomalous attitude towards the communal award. Congress says, "We are 
nationalists we oppose communalism. We reject it." But after a pause when called 
upon to declare their policy on the communal Award they say, "We neither reject it 
nor accept it." Again it says "We want join electorate. Separate electorate is the 
enemy of nationalism. We reject it, "But when separate electorate comes, they say, 
"We neither reject nor accept it. 
Gandhi himself was very much clear and justified toward his policy. While 
defending his argument he added: "Divided we must fall. Any third power may easily 
India so long as we Hindus and Musalmans are ready to cut each other's throats". 
It is really tragic to note that in spite of all efforts of the congress for having a 
good relation with Muslims, after Communal Award, the gulf was more widened. 
Muslims began to shout for their separate state. But it would be unjust to regard the 
congress as the responsible factor for any such sort of things. The feelings of their 
separatist tendency were deep rooted in the minds of certain Muslims from the quite 
early period. As early as in 1922 Sardar Muhammad Gul Khan forecast: Hindu 
Muslim Unity will never became a fact. 
In 1928, Aga Khan observed in the times thus, "India when freed from outside 
control, cannot have a unitary, non-federal government. The country must accept in 
all its consequences it own inevitable diversities". 
Iqbal justified the Muslim demand for the creation of a Muslim India as early 
as 1930.^ ^ 
Even at the time of Round Table Conference. Aga Khan had stated that 
"Always the argument returned to certain basis points of difference was India a nation 
or two nations. From the very beginnings of the Muslims was that the Hindus 
desired a powerful central government, occupying a position of dominance over 
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demanded separate electorate and weight ages the Hindus their abolition.^'' As a 
matter of fact the Muslim leaders were advised to keep distance from the congress. 
They were exploiting the Muslim mass on religious basis and as an apple of discord 
they were ready to avail every opportunity given by the British Government in this 
respect. 
Thus we see that the wind started blowing against the congress, rather say 
against the possibility of communal rapprochement. Obviously, the intentions of 
Gandhi at the Round Table Conference was misinterpreted, after words the reactions 
of the Muslims as well as of the other minorities were misguided and the steps taken 
by the government were misunderstood. Obviously, none took things on purely 
national scale. 





LEADERS AND THE 
BRITISHERS ,m^jk 
A. THE QUIT INDIA MOVEMENT 
When World War Second broke out in September 1939 and England declared 
war against Nazi Germany. India was also dragged into belligerency. The congress 
asked for a declaration of British war aims and sought for India the status of an 
independent nation. Receiving no response from the British government the congress 
ministries in the provinces in protest resigned between league and then a bitter critic 
of the congress was happy that the congress ministers had resigned and he organized 
22 December 1939 as a day of deliverance and thanks giving. 
On 8 August 1940 Lord Linlithgow, the Viceroy made a declaration known as 
the August declaration to the effect that the British government did not contemplate 
any immediate transfer of power, but he added, ... His Majesty's Government 
authorize me to declare that they will most readily assent to the setting up after the 
conclusion of the war with the least possible delay of a body representative of the 
framework of the new constitution.' On 31 August 1940 the Muslim League 
welcomed the August offer. But the August offer hardy evoked any response from the 
Congress or nationalist India. National leaders were also some what allergic to 
Linlithgow. About Linlithgow Nehru wrote; "Heavy of body and slow of mind solid 
as a rock and with almost a rock's lack of awareness, possessing the qualities and 
failings of an old-fashioned". British aristocrat, he sought with integrity and honesty 
of purpose to find a way out of the tangle. But his limitations were too many his mind 
worked in the old grove and shrank lack from any innovations his vision was limited 
by the traditions o the ruling class out of which he came, he saw and heard through 
the eyes and ears of the civil service and social changes, he disliked those who did not 
show a becoming appreciation of the high mission of the British Empire and its chief 
representative in India. 
The failure of the Cripps Mission caused little embarrassment to the British 
Government. Indeed such an outcome was neither unexpected nor unwelcome.^ A 
Parliamentary Papers, X. India and the war, 1939-40, cmd. 62, II. 
Nehru, J., The Discovery of India, Delhi, 1946, pp. 374-75. 
After the withdrawal of the war cabinet's proposals, L.S. Amery, the Secretary of State for India, 
observed in his political note on the Indian situation: "The sending of the Cripps Mission was in no 
sense a sudden deathbed repentance involving a complete change of policy. Full Dominion Status, 
as defined by the Statute of Westminster had already been promised as the goal by the Viceroy at 
the beginning of 1990. The August 1940 Declaration not only confirmed this, but declared the 
Willingness of H.M.G. that it should come into being at the earliest possible a constitution, subject 
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logical outcome of the Cripps Mission, this more was intended to win over the 
waverers and the moderate elements of the congress. But this objective was not 
fulfilled. Tej Bahadur Sapru, the liberal leader who had first advocated complete 
Indianization of the Viceroy's Executive Council fell extremely disappointed. 
Sapru's suggestion was unacceptable to the Government because, as Amery observed, 
that would alienate Muslim sentiments.^ 
Among the prominent congress leaders, C. Rajagopalachari first moved 
toward Jinnah for a settlement. Rajagopalachari believed that readiness for settlement 
with the opponent was a fundamental principle of non-violent action. On behalf of the 
congress, he immediately recognized the Muslim league as a political organization, 
next in importance to the congress. Jinnah as a quid pro quo promised that he would 
not hereafter dub the congress as a Hindu body. 
The talks could not proceed further owing to Jinnah's demand to have a fifty 
percent share in political power at the centre.^ 
Rajagopalachari's own colleagues did not back him up. Abul Kalam Azad, the 
congress president totally disapproved the idea of granting recognition to the Muslim 
leagues demand. Rajagopalachari however felt encouraged when Jinnah in a 
statement. On 15 April 1992, solid if all parties agree to the Muslim demand for 
Pakistan or partition and Muslim right for self-determination details to be settled after 
the war, and then we are prepared to come to any reasonable adjustment with regard 
to the present.^ The green signal shown by Jinnah immediately resulted in a meeting 
of the Madras legislative congress party on 23 April, 1942. Convened by 
Rajagopalachari himself about 50 M.C.A.'s and about an equal number of invitees 
participated in the meeting. The purpose of Rajagopalachari's speech was that the 
congress should recognize the demand for Pakistan. He appealed to congressman to 
get rid of their pre-conceived notions and to face facts.^ 
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Rajagopalachari got not bouquets but brickbats from the Congress High 
Command. Nehru calls it a "dangerous solutions." At no price wash prepared to 
cooperate with the British at this juncture. He was moreover, definitely opposed to the 
vivisection of India. Indeed he was thinking in terms of a federation of India, China, 
Iran and Afghanistan, though he conceded the principle that separation of a territorial 
unit could not be withheld if a majority of the people demanded it. 
The congress working committee outvoted Rajagopalachari's plan on 28 April 
1992. As a sequel Rajagopalachari resigned from the working committee on 30 April 
1942.'" The All India Congress Committee (AICC) rejected his proposal by 120 votes 
to 150. Instead the committee passed a counter resolution by 92 votes to 17. This 
resolution stressed the congress determination to oppose any scheme giving to any 
component state or territorial unit the freedom to recede from the Indian union. 
Facing an identical situation Gandhi reacted in a totally different way. Unlike 
Rajagopalachari, Gandhi believed that national unity could be achieved only by 
eliminating that third party, i.e. the British Government from the national scene. In an 
inspired moment it dawned upon him that the only solution possible in the 
circumstances was for the British to leave India. In a letter to an old British fiiend he 
referred to the failure of the Cripps Mission and remarked: "The whole thing has left a 
bad taste in the mouth." He than addled: "My firm opinion is that the Brifish should 
leave India now in an orderly manner and not run the risk that they did in Singapore 
and Malaya and Burma. The act would mean courage of a high order, confession of 
human limitafion and right doing by India."'^ 
Once the idea was bom, it gripped Gandhi completely. Now devoted almost 
all his working time to the elucidation and justification of his formula which soon 
became famous are the Quit India demand. Churchill made on 8 September 1946 that 
the Atlantic Charter which in enunciating the war aims of the Allied power had 
affirmed the right of all peoples to choose the form of government under which they 
would liver did not apply to India. The situation became more crifical as the axis 
" Ibid. 
'° Home Political File No., 97/42. op. cit. 
Gandhi to Rajagopalachari, 5 July 1942, Gandhi Papers, Gandhi Memorial Museum, New Delhi. 
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powers mounted their war-offensive against Britain and an news of British reverses in 
the war started coming in. On 7 December 1944 Japan bronload Pearl Harbor and 
immediately thereafter declared war on the United States and Great British. In 1942 
Rangoon and States Singapore fell before the advancing Japanese armies. Japanese 
soldiers not only captured Rangoon and Singapore but they came knocking at the 
eastern frontiers of India. There was no united or popular war front against the 
Japanese in India.'^ To quote Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru: 
"But through the war had come to India, it had brought no exhilaration of 
the spirit to us, no pouring out of our energies in some glad endeavor 
when pain and death were forgotten and self itself ignored and only cause 
of freedom counted and the vision of future lay beyond. Only the 
suffering and sorrow were for us and an awareness of impending disaster, 
which sharpened our perceptions and quickened pain and which we could 
not even help to avert."''' 
To end this state of inaction and sense of frustration the congress gave to the 
Nation the requisite leadership by asking the British to withdraw from India. 
According the historic Quit India Resolution passed by the working committee at 
Wardha in July was endorsed by the All India Congress Committee on August 8, 
1942 in Bombay.'^ 
The 1942 Quit India Movement was the last of a series of Congress launched 
anti-British movements in India. Although it assumed massive proportions after the 
incarceration of the top Congress leaders on 8 August 1942, the all-India movement 
virtually collapsed within a week after its formal declaration. It was possible for the 
British to control such a movement so quickly and easily because of the presence of 
an army, stationed in India under pressure of war. The British access to an organized 
and well-prepared military determined the outcome of Congress offensive campaign 
at the all-India level. The sudden collapse of a movement which had the potential of 
surpassing the intensity of both the 1920-21 Non-cooperation Movement and 1930-32 
Civil Disobedience movements led Judith Brown, a Cambridge historian, to 
characterize Quit India as 'a flotilla of rafts colliding with a battleship'.'^ Though the 
'"* Lord Privy Sad's Mission and 6359, 1942, pp. 4-5. 
'" Nehru, J., op.dr., p. 393. 
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movement evaporated soon, the interpretation seems to have been derived from a 
particular bias. According to the available documents, not only had the rulers access 
to an army; they had also a well-prepared plan for immediate imprisonment of the 
Congress leadership and a pre-emptive strike against the Congress.'^ So the British 
had both the motivation and the necessary manpower to destroy the movement fast in 
a way they could not have thought in 1920-22 and 1930-32. 
Similarly, the characterization of the Quit India campaign as nothing but a 
'fifth-columnist conspiracy' is equally unacceptable. In order to win world anti-fascist 
opinion, the British ruling elite attributed the violent nature of the movement to 'secret 
pro-Axis sympathies'.'* The British allegation may have been derived from Gandhi's 
original draft for the 1942 April session of All India Congress Committee (AICC) 
which included: 'if India were freed, her first step would probably be to negotiate with 
Japan ... India bears no enmity with Japan'. Later, during the session, Jawaharlal 
Nehru's argument clarifying that 'it is Gandhi's feeling that Japan and Germany will 
win which unconsciously governs his decision' confirmed the British apprehension.' 
Yet, the Congress' pro-Axis tilt which influenced the Congress stance temporarily was 
transitional, because the leadership came out heavily against the fascist powers from 
1943 onwards, and thus the interpretation cannot at all account for a largely 
spontaneous popular outburst like the Quit India movement. The entire top Congress 
leadership was put behind the bars and of the quoted 9 August resolution was equally 
vague about the details of the ensuing upsurge. And yet there was a massive 
counterattack in retaliation to the British policy of repression. The fact that more than 
fifty battalions of troops were deployed in the early suppression of the movement' 
confirms the extent to which it threatened the overall security of the Raj. Linlithgow's 
description of the August upsurge as 'by far the most serious rebellion since that of 
1857'^ ' seems most revealing in this context. 
The movement was not Gandhian per se, for the Congress volunteers resorted 
to open violence in a number of cases. It is debatable whether Gandhi would have 
18 
India Office Records R/3/2/25, Governor of Bengal to the Chief Secretary, Government of Bengal, 
7. 1.1940. 
Indian Annual Register, July-December 1942. 
Sarkar, Sumit, Modern Indin, 1985-1947. Macmillan, Madras, 1983, p. 390. 
Mansergh, N. (ed.), The Transfer of Power in India 1942-47, vol. II, London, 1971, p. 953 
Telegram to Churchill, ibid., p. 853 
120 
allowed such a movement to continue in view of his strong antipathy towards 
violence. There is evidence to show that the movement became violent gradually and 
British provocation had played a significant role. In fact, this also introduces another 
dimension in the structure of politics during the civil rebellion. The movement's 
deviation from a true Gandhian path shows the autonomy of the unorganized level did 
not percolate down to the grass-roots level where political articulation and 
mobilization were being carried on through different idioms which were meaningful 
only in the context of a completely different ideological perception. Here lies the 
autonomy of unorganized politics following a unique pattern highlighting new 
dimensions of the structure of grass-roots politics. The argument seems convincing in 
the light of the 9 August resolution and the transformation of the movement after the 
incarceration of the top Congress leadership. Given the 1921-22 Chauri-Chaura 
instance, Gandhi might have withdrawn, once the movement became violent. In fact, 
the Congress urged its volunteers to "be ready, organize at once, be alert, but by no 
means act ... till Mahatmaji decides'. The six-stage programme mentioned in the 
above circular included only the traditional Gandhian means like salt preparation, 
boycott of courts, schools and government services, picketing of foreign cloth and 
liquor, and no-tax and no-rent as 'the last resort'. There was just a Congress plan for 
disrupting communications: stopping of trains "by pulling chains only'. Drawing on 
this, the Congress volunteers might have been inspired to launch a massive, violent 
attack on communications (see the Appendix). Although the attack was not pre-
planned the sudden eruption seems to suggest that had the masses not been ready 
psychologically to fight the 'last battle', under no circumstances would the movement 
have assumed such alarming proportions. 
The government statistics provide an indication of the extent of mass 
participation and an intense British repression to smash the movement fast. By the end 
of 1943 when the movement at the all- India level waned, 91,836 had been arrested, 
with the highest figures coming from Bombay Presidency (24,416), UP (16,796) and 
Bihar (16,202); 208 police outposts, 332 railway stations and 945 post offices had 
been destroyed or severely damaged and there had been 664 bomb explosions. One 
thousand and sixty persons had been killed by police or army firing, while 63 
AICC papers, 231/42, Nehru Memorial Museum and Library, New Delhi. 
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policemen had died fighting the upsurge and 216 had defected.^^ That the British felt 
threatened is evident from Linlithgow's order of 'machine-gunning from air' against 
crowds disrupting communications around Patna '^* and, in fact, airplanes were 
employed to fire from the air to disperse the Congress rebels in Bhagalpur and 
Monghry in Bihar, Nadia and Tamluk in Bengal, Talcher in Orissa 25 
So, it was a confrontation of a different type, for the Congress clung to 
violence, if necessary to counter the British attack. It was a mismatch battle, though, 
because the unarmed Congress volunteers fought the British forces equipped with the 
most modem weapons. This, inter alia, is indicative of the spontaneity of the 
'participants who rose to revolt despite the adverse consequences of undertaking an 
anti-British onslaught. 
Although the morale of the rebels was high, neither the British police nor the 
army, composed predominantly of Indians, expressed sympathy for the civil rebellion. 
Except for the Bihar police, who declined to cooperate with the authority when the 
movement was at its zenith, the police was generally loyal to the Raj. As regards the 
army, apart from those who defected to the Japanese to form the Indian National 
Army abroad, not a single instance is there showing that 1942 upsurge cut the 
ground even from under the Raj's main instruments of coercion. This certainly 
enabled the British authority to bring the all-India movement under control within a 
short period. The rise of dissidents among Bihar police was, however, an indication of 
shifting loyalty from the imperial ruler to the indigenous Congress led authority. 
Change was also evident among the Indian Civil Service Officers, a majority of whom 
were Indian by 1940: 614 as opposed to 587.^ ^ Although the loyalty of the Indian ICS 
men was never in doubt, they seem to have felt threatened with the prospect of 
Congress coming to power which was in the air since the arrival of the Cripps 
mission. Naturally, they began to wonder what would happen to them after the 
winding-up of the empire. Lord Wavell who was presiding over a fast dismantling 
imperial authority appreciated the Indian officers' apprehension. He told his cabinet 
^' Home Political File No., 3/52/1943(1), National Archives of India, New Delhi 
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colleagues that Indian ICS men could not be expected to carry out 'a firm policy 
unless they were assured of the continuity of the Raj for at least a decade 
afterwards'. 
Not only was there a prospect of the breakdown of the imperial edifice; 'the 
informal part of its collaborative network of support'^" was also beginning to show 
signs of collapse. The alarming proportions which the 1942 rebellion assumed, even 
with the pre-emptive British strike, are indicative of the extent to which British 
reliance on those Indians who chose for a variety of reasons to give it informal 
support, advice, and information and to guarantee it the backing of their own 
followers proved abortive. 
So, in the penultimate years of the Raj, the entire British network of Indian 
allies both in formal and informal sectors was fast weakening. The war crises and 
their adverse consequences, the prospect of British withdrawal, the communal schism 
affecting adversely the law and order situation, and finally the dubious loyalty of the 
Indian ICS officers to the Raj itself, were the factors contributing significantly to the 
decline of the empire. Viewed thus, the 1942 Quit India was an important signpost of 
the Raj's disintegration, for it made the ruling elite aware of the possible strength of 
any fiiture Congress movement which struck at the empire's foundation, particularly if 
it occurred after the war when the imperial authority had neither the legitimacy nor 
was well equipped psychologically or materially to assure the continuity of the British 
Raj. 
The Quit India movement was the melting point of the struggle between the 
Raj and Indians which surfaced with the institutionalization of nationalist polifics 
through the formation of the Indian Nafional Congress in 1885. With the adoption of 
the 8 August resolution, the entire top leadership was incarcerated, which unleashed 
an unprecedented countrywide mass anfi-British campaign. It is plausible to argue that 
the role of the Congress in mobilizing people politically was significant. Equally 
important was the entire atmosphere which was already a tinder box, ready to be 
The Transfer of Power, 1942-47, vol. IV , London, 1973, p. 334 
Nandy, Ashis, The Intimate Enemy : Loss and Recovery of Self Under Colonialism, New Delhi, 
1988, pp. XIV 
Brown, J., op cit., p. 317 
123 
ignited owing to the war crisis and its concomitant socio-economic and political 
consequences. So what became a unique historic occasion was the result of a complex 
interplay of factors. 
In general, three interrelated phases of the movement^^ can be discerned. First 
with the adoption of the 8 August 'Do or Die' resolution and incarceration of Gandhi 
and his lieutenants in Bombay, the all-India upsurge, which was massive and violent, 
sparked off. Within just a week, between 9 and 15 August, the movement which 
appeared to be a civil rebellion comparable to the magnitude of any mass revolution 
was smashed fast, reassuring the Raj's hegemony in India and simultaneously warning 
the British ruling elite of the possible strength of any future Congress-led movement 
which was so well coordinated. Bombay and Calcutta were the storm centers 
undertaking principally the Gandhian method of opposition. There were heavy 
casualties in Delhi, and Patna witnessed a violent Congress attack on the British 
police in front of the Secretariat on 1 August. Along with urban upsurges, there 
occurred labour strikes in Lucknow, Kanpur, Bombay, Nagpur and Ahmadabad 
which may not have been 'sympathetic strikes' per se but posed serious threats to the 
continuity of the empire. As there were multiple centers of anti-British assault, it 
would have been impossible for the British to control the movement without an 
organized army on the spot which was readily available under the pressure of war. 
The movement entered its second phase from about the middle of August. In 
the face of brutal oppression, the Quit India upsurge as an all-India phenomenon 
evaporated rather abruptly; however, there emerged regional centers which sustained 
the momentum with a greater vigor. Northern and Western Bihar, Eastern UP, 
Western Bengal and a number of areas in Maharashtra, Kamataka and Orissa 
witnessed mass attack on the symbols of British authority. Though the local Congress 
leadership prepared the ground work, spontaneous mass participation sustained the 'do 
or die' spirit to a large extent. The second phase also saw the formation of 'provisional 
national governments' to conduct the struggle. Not only did these governments, 
though short-lived, consolidate the anti-British sentiments, they also projected the 
competence of a subject nation to conduct its own affairs by evolving a parallel 
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administration. For a variety of reasons, the number of national governments 
decreased over time; the idea itself provided sustenance to those nationaHsts 
continuing the anti-British campaign successfully despite severe torture. 
In its third phase, the Quit India movement was confined to Talcher in Orissa, 
Satara in Maharashtra and Midnapur in Bengal. Whatever the impact of the continuity 
of these parallel governments on the Raj as such, these attempts caused alarm to the 
respective provincial governments. 
In Satara a high point of radicalism was reached in the setting up of what came 
to be known as the 'Prati Sarkar' or Parallel Government. Two phases may be 
distinguished in the unfolding of the Quit India Civil Disobedience Movement (1942) 
in Satara. The activity of the first phase followed the usual tactics of Satyagraha with 
its boycotts, strikes, and marches,'''* accompanied by underground activity chiefly 
attacks on Government property, namely banks, buildings, bridges, trains and post 
offices.^ ^ The first phase of sabotage and underground resistance lasted till the 
beginning of 1943 with local groups functioning separately and with Y. B. Chavan as 
overall leader or 'dictator' (in Congress terminology). Police repression was heavy and 
the end of 1942 saw 2000 people fi^om Satara in jail. 
In the next six months, the underground activists at Karad and Walva talukas 
made two major decisions: to continue the movement in spite of the repression and to 
carry it forward with the setting up of 'people's power' in the villages. 'This included 
the creation of a new ethic of struggle: the ideal fi-eedom fighter was no longer to be 
the morals Satyagrahi up one who succeeded in remaining fi^ee lirom British jails 
while continuing the work of resistance'. In this second phase, the peasantry, who had 
played only a supportive role in the first phase became directly involved through the 
campaign against dacoity. Organized by Congress activists, the peasants engaged in a 
struggle to curb banditry which was undermining the underground organization of 
Civil Disobedience. It was in the struggle with the dacoits that the 'Prati Sarkar' 
There were four major marches at taluka centres in Satara (between 24 August and lo September) 
at Karad (4000), Targaon (8000), Wadiy (700) and Islampur (6000). In Shirala taluka, 32 patils 
resigned from their posts. The Reserved forest in Shirala was declared open to the public. 
Congress Youth Squads conducted these attacks. In Kundal, a bank was robbed and in Shirala, 
grain from government stores was distributed to the public (1941-42) had been a year of famine 
and in 1942 there was a price inflation. 
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established itself. Dacoit power ended in the region by the end of 1943, and the path 
was cleared for the 'Prati Sarkar' to focus its activity on peasant problems. 'It is at this 
point that the Quit India Movement flows into a peasant issue oriented agitation'. The 
'Prati Sarkar' was thus committed to conducting a struggle on three fronts, (a) the Quit 
India Front against the British Government, (b) against dacoity, (c) the solution of 
peasant problems-indebtedness, land disputes. 
The structure of the 'Prati Sarkar' as it evolved by 1943 was essentially a loose 
one comprising three village-based institutions: (a) Nyayadan Mandals; (b) Gram 
Samhitis; and (c) Toofan Senas. The Nyayadan Mandals constituted the judicial arm 
of the 'Prati Sarkar'. They were 'people's Courts' which dealt with cases of fraud, land 
disputes between peasants, sales of land, and cases of moneylenders charging 
exorbitant rates of interest. They also tried and punished traitors and informers. The 
Court's decisions were taken by a popular consensual process. The main function of 
the Gram Samhitis or the village committees was constructive activities, finance and 
welfare. Popularly elected, the Samhitis were expected to raise frinds and set up co-
operative societies, education societies, village libraries and health centers, and also to 
conduct anti-liquor and anti untouched- ability propaganda. Finally the Toofan Senas 
were youth militia drawn from village wrestling clubs or Talims. Toofan Sena village 
units were generally responsible for the protection of the peasant from the 
moneylenders' harassment, and though they meted out punishment to offenders they 
did not make decisions independently of the Nyayadan Mandals. 
Another successful experiment in this regard was conducted in Midnapur 
where the parallel national government survived till September 1944 despite natural 
devastation and British torture. The Midnapur nationalists never succumbed to British 
repression and their government was dismantled only in response to a call from 
Gandhi. In the following pages a detailed discussion of the Quit India movement in 
Midnapur will be undertaken to gauge its intensity there. 
The Quit India movement, as Nehru assessed, is the product of circumstances 
in which 'the mood of the country changed, from a sullen passivity it raised to a pitch 
of excitement and expectation. Events were not waiting for a Congress decision and 
resolution'. The August revolution was therefore not 'a politician's approach but that 
126 
of a people grown desperate and reckless of consequences'. ^ Referring to the 
devastating proportions of the movement, Linlithgow, the Viceroy wrote, that in India 
'I have had a roughish time, but never to the point of being in any doubt as to what to 
do, or how to do it. Now we are over the worst'. 
The 1942 Quit India movement was perhaps the only example showing that 
the Indians fought the British and masse even in the absence of top Congress 
leadership. Apart from projecting mass initiative, the movement draws our attention 
to the autonomy of politics in the unorganized sector. There are reasons to believe that 
the initiative at the organized level of politics sparked off a monumental movement at 
the grassroots level. It is also true that Gandhi's 'do or die' call acted miraculously and 
people joined the movement 'spontaneously' illustrating people's desire to associate 
with a movement which would force the British to quit India. That the movement 
began and continued with alarming proportions despite the absence of top leadership 
seems to suggest that the process of mobilization at the grassroots level follows a 
different logic which may be independent of what happens at the top. This probably 
shows the autonomy of politics at various levels. Though there should be an 
underlying thread linking different levels of politics to make it an organic whole, each 
level has its own dynamics which perhaps explains the continuity of the movement at 
one level when the all-India counterpart saw its eclipse. The inter-level/sector 
relationships are crucial in understanding why the same movement continued with 
alarming proportions at one level and declined at another. 
"" Nehru, Jawaharlal, The Discovery of India, New Delhi, 1946, p. 475. 
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APPENDIX 
Statistic Connected with Congress Disturbances for the Period Ending 31*' 
December 1943, in Bombay, Bengal and Orissa 
Government Servants (excluding those 
of Central Government) 
Bombay Bengal Orissa 
Police 
Number of occasions on which pohce fired 
Number of casuahies inflicted, fatal 
Number of casualties inflicted, non-fatal 
Number of casualties suffered fatal 
Number of casualties suffered, non-fatal 
Number of defections from police 
Other Government Servants 
Number of attacks on other government servants, 
fatal 
Number of attacks on other government servants, 
non-fatal 

























Damage to Property 
(excluding Central Government Property) 
Number of police stations or outposts etc. 46 
destroyed or severely damaged 
Number of public buildings other than 152 
government buildings, e.g. Municipal property, 
schools, hospitals etc. destroyed or severely 
damaged 
Number of important private buildings destroyed 38 
or severely damaged 
Estimated loss to government 
Estimated loss to other parties 
Cases of Sabotage 
Number of bomb explosions 
Number of bombs or explosives discovered 
without damage 
Number of cases of sabotage to roads 
Number of cases of which collective fines 
imposed 
Amount of collective fines imposed Rs 
Number of sentences of whipping inflicted 
Number of arrests made 
Number of local authorities suspended under 




Rs. 845410 Rs. 171876 Rs. 46459 

























Source : Home Political File No. 3/52/43, Indian National Archive, New Delhi. 
B. THE PARTITION OF INDIA 
"It is difficult for me or anyone to judge of what we have done during the last 
year or so. We are too near to it and too intimately connected with events. May be we 
have made mistakes, you and me. Historians a generation or two hence will perhaps 
- I T 
be able to judge what we have done right and what we have done wrong" 
Sir Stafford Cripps arrived at Delhi on the 23"* March, 1942. He put the 
proposals before the Indian leaders. 
Clearly, the Cripps proposals did not appeal to the Congress as these were 
not the solution of the Indian problem rather they had clear indication to cut India 
into two pieces. Curiously enough, the proposals which alienated the rest of India 
failed to satisfy even the Muslims whom they intended to conciliate. The 
resolution of the Working Committee of the Muslim League announced: 
"The Moslems demand a definite pronouncement in favor of partition 
though 'Pakistan is recognized by implication' in the Draft Declaration, its 
primary object is to create- one Indian Union 'the creation of more than one 
Union being relegated only to the realm of remote possibility'. Nor in any 
case can the Moslems participate in a Constitution making body which is 
not elected by separate electorates and in which decisions—the Committee 
assumes—are to be taken by a bare majority."''* 
Thus the scheme was not acceptable because Pakistan was sit conceded 
unequivocally and the right of Muslim self-determination was denied.^^ 
After a controversy among the Congress leaders in AICC Working 
Committee on 14th July, the Working Committee passed a long resolution, 
generally referred to as the "Quit India' resolution. It declared the demand that 
"British rule in India must end immediately" and reiterated the view that the 
freedom of India was "necessary not only in the interest of India but also for the 
safety of the world and for the ending of Nazism, fascism, militarism and other 
forms of imperialism and the aggression of one nation over another.'"' 
37 
38 
Jawaharlal Nehru gave, speech at the last banquet given in honor Mountbatten in June, 1948. 
Majumdar, R.C., Struggle for Freedom, Vol. Ill, Bombay, 1969 , p. 625 
Prasad, Rajendra, India Divided, Bombay, J 946, p. 343 
Majumdar, R.C., op. cit., p. 625 
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It further resolved- "In making the proposal for the withdrawal of British 
Rule from India, the Congress has no desire whatsoever to embarrass Great Britain 
or the Allied Powers in their prosecution of the war, or in any way to encourage 
aggression on India or increase pressure on China by the Japanese or any other 
power associated with the Axis group. .."The Congress would plead with the British 
power to accept the very reasonable and just proposal herein made...Should, 
however, this appeal fail, the Congress cannot view without the gravest 
apprehension the continuation of the present state of affairs...The Congress will then 
be reluctantly compelled to utilize all the non-violent strength it might have 
gathered since 1920.'*' 
Muslim leaders of Muslim League took the resolution against the welfare of 
the Muslims. Nevertheless, they treated it as a warning to the British Government 
and also to the Muslim population. Commenting on the Congress Working 
Committee resolutions. Dr. Sayyid Abdul Latif said: "Going into the wilderness as 
the Congress resolution threatens to do, will do no good to the Congress. It will 
have grave repercussions all over the country".''^ He further clarifies his view—"If 
Mr. Gandhi and the Congress really want independence for India and not a 
Congress Raj now and after the war, they must seize the opportunity for an 
honorable settlement with the Muslims which Infill Jinnah offered... If they are 
wise, they will establish immediate contact with the Muslim League and come to 
some settlement".'*^ 
The statement is remarkable from the Congress point of view— "Mr. 
Jinnah has now come out in his true colors; no scheme of government will satisfy 
him even for the period of the war unless it is in furtherance of the disruption of 
India.'' 
Mahatma Gandhi wrote a letter to Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru on, 25th Jan., 1941. 
"My impression is that he (Mr. Jinnah) does not want a settlement till he has so 
consolidated the position of the League that he can dictate his terms to all parties 
concerned including the rulers".'^ 
"' Ibid.,p.641 
42 Jung, N.Y., The Pakistan Issue, Delhi, 1985, p. 133 
« Ibid. 
'' Ibid. 
^^  Mehta, A. and Patwardhan, A., The Communal Triangle in India, Allahabad, 1942, p. 210 
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Anyway, the Quit India movement ended in failure. As could be easily 
anticipated, the Muslims generally kept themselves aloof from the movement. 
Moreover as a reaction to it at the session of the All India Muslim League held in 
Karachi h December, 1943, a new proposal was put by the Muslims leaders as 
'Divide and quit' and the league planned to organize Muslim all over India to 
prepare for the struggle for getting the 'Pakistan'. 
While Cripps was busy with the negotiations with the Congress leaders in 
India, Subhash Chandra Bose was engaged in negotiations of a different kind with 
Germany and Italy to shape India's future destiny. This is one of the most 
important episodes of the freedom Movement in India that Subhash Chandra Bose 
formed the Azad Hind Fauz or the Indian National Army (INA). Although the 
space does not permit us to go in detail about the formation and achievement of 
INA, it should be noted here that Subhash Chandra Bose was the most striking 
figure of the Congress and after being twice elected President of the in National 
Congress, on account of his fundamental fences with Gandhi, he was forced to 
quit the Congress and from a new party known as the Forward Bloc. But he on his 
own tried his best to harmonize the communal tension by having correspondence 
with Jinnah. But the solution was not possible. 
The year 1944 has a great importance in the history of the communal 
problem of India. It was perhaps the last effort of Mahatma Gandhi on behalf of 
the Congress to have talks with Jinnah for a mutual understanding with Muslim 
leaders. During talks with Jinnah in 1944, Gandhi further spelled out of the 
Congress offer, Gandhi wrote to Jinnah on September 1944: 
"I proceed on the assumption that India is not to be regarded as two or 
more nations but as one family consisting of many to members of whom the 
Muslims living in the north-west zones i.e. Baluchistan, Sindh, the North-West 
Frontier Province and that part of Punjab where they are in absolute majority over 
all the other elements, and in parts of Bengal and Assam where they are in absolute 
majority, desire to live in separation from the rest of India". He further described the 
ground on which he differed from Jinnah's view of separate nation as follows: 
••^  Phillips, C.H., The Partition of India, London, 1970, pp. 214-15. 
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(a) The areas should be demarcated by a commission approved by the Congress 
and the League. The wishes of the inhabitants of the areas demarcated 
should be ascertained through the votes. 
(b) If the vote is in favour of separation, it shall be agreed that these areas shall 
form a separate state as soon as possible after India is free from foreign 
domination and can, therefore, be constituted into two sovereign 
independent states. 
Jinnah rejected Gandhi's proposals as being fundamentally opposed to the 
'Lahore Resolution' and insisted that the Muslims of India should be recognized as 
a nation- Thus the Gandhi-Jinnah talks and correspondence failed with no result but 
one repercussion that the wishes of the nationalists about Hindu-Muslim 
rapprochement ended. 
Before the Cabinet Mission arrived in March, 1946, there were two forces at 
work, one led by the Indian National Congress trying for the transfer of power from 
British hands, and the other, represented by the Muslim League, seeking nothing 
less than the Partition of India along religious lines. Therefore, Cabinet Mission had 
its task to reconcile the two rival standpoints. The League wanted common subjects 
like defense and foreign affairs, to be dealt with by treaty arrangements. The 
Congress wanted a federal centre for administering them. Cabinet Mission told 
Jinnah to choose between sovereignty and a small area or on the basis of a Union 
and a larger area for Pakistan. 
But curiously enough, this plan was rejected by both the parties. The Cabinet 
Mission issued a statement on May 25, 1946, dealing with the criticisms made by 
both sides. On the question of grouping which was to assume such critical 
significance later, the Mission said...'the reasons for the grouping of the provinces 
are well known and this is an essential feature of the scheme and can only be 
modified by agreement between the parties'."*^ 
'^ Ibid., p. 215. 
•** Ibid., p. 106. 
"> Ibid. 
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The Council of the All India Muslim League accepted the Mission's plan on 
June 6th. Soon negotiations began for the formation of an interim government and 
these proceeded simultaneously with clarifications of the long term plan by the 
Cabinet Mission to the Congress leaders. Although the Congress made some 
objection to the grouping formula of the Cabinet Mission, yet it accepted the 
proposal with certain conditions. 
The Cabinet Mission having secured the League's acceptance was naturally 
anxious to secure the acceptance of the Congress as well. 
But naturally enough, Jinnah had grievance that Congress' acceptance was 
conditional and League withdrew its acceptance of the Cabinet Mission's proposals 
because of an outburst by Nehru.^ *^  At last the Constituent Assembly and interim 
government formed by the Cabinet Mission was converted into battle field by the 
parties. Lord Wavelf, the then Viceroy, was so much disgusted with the political 
situation in India that he proposed to the government either to re-establish the 
British authority in India with force or to quit immediately. Consequently, Lord 
Wavell was recalled in Feb., 1947. 
Lord Mountbatten^^ succeeded him in February, 1947. He faced the 
situation boldly and tried to solve the problems on practical lines. On February 20, 
1947 the British Prime Minister, Clement Attlee had announced His Majesty's 
Government's: finite intention to take the necessary steps to effect the transfer of 
power into responsible Indian hands not later June, 1948. He also clearly hinted 
the possibility of partition of India. The Congress Working Committee passed a 
Ibid. 
Sir Archibald Percival Wavell,(5 May 1883 - 24 May 1950) was a British field marshal and the 
commander of British Army forces in the Middle East during World War II. He led British forces 
to victory over the Italians, only to be defeated by the German army. He was the penultimate 
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Louis Francis Albert Victor Nicholas George Mountbatten, (Prince Louis of Battenberg; 25 June 
1900 - 27 August 1979), was a British statesman and naval officer, and an uncle of Prince Philip, 
Duke of Edinburgh (the husband of Elizabeth II). He was the last Viceroy of India (1947) and the 
first Governor-General of the independent Union of India (1947^8), from which the modem 
Republic of India would emerge in 1950. From 1954 until 1959 he was the First Sea Lord, a 
position that had been held by his father. Prince Louis of Battenberg, some forty years earlier. In 
1979 Mountbatten was assassinated by the Provisional Irish Republican Army (IRA), who planted 
a bomb in his fishing boat, the Shadow V, at Mullaghmore, County Sligo in the Republic of 
Ireland.He was one of the most influential and controversial figures in the decline of the British 
Empire in the mid to late 20th century 
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resolution welcoming Attlee's announcement. But the first Partition Plan made by 
the staff of Lord Mountbatten in May, 1947 was so wrong-headed that Nehru 
annoyingly rejected it. It had provided for the transfer of power to the provinces or 
to such confederations of provinces as the latter might decide to As Nehru rightly 
pointed out to Mountbatten, the Plan would encourage, disruptive tendencies 
everywhere and chaos and weakness.^^ In the framing of the Second Plan which is 
well known as Mountbatten Plan, Mr. V.P. Menorv'^ is told to have played a crucial 
role. It was accepted by all the parties concerned and finally became the basis of 
the Indian Independence Act 1947. 
It provided for the transfer to power of India and Pakistan on the basis of 
dominion status, without disturbing constitutional continuity. Some authors 
maintain that this arrangement supported the claim of Congress leaders that the 
Union of India was the rightful successor to the British Raj and that Pakistan was 
merely the secession of a few provinces and part of provinces from British India. 
While the other historian claims that the final result, the partition of India, was a 
personal triumph for Jinnah...By keeping his cards close to his chest, he was able 
to keep his following in good order.^^ 
Thus the Partition took place with the Independence of India on the 15"^  
August 1947. It is still difficult to analyze and judge the responsible factors of this 
episode. It should always be noted that "the patience and humility of Gandhi, the 
cool calculation of Rajgopalacharf'^, the militant radicalism of Subhash Chandra 
Ibid., p. 219. 
Vappala Pangunni Menon (1894-1966), also known as V. P. Menon, was an Indian civil servant 
who played a vital role during the partition of India and the integration of independent India, from 
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Bose, the sedate realism of Abul Kalam Azad and gentleness of Rajendra 
Prasad".^^ All failed to bring Jinnah for the reconciliation. Therefore after viewing 
all the facts the Partition seemed to be the only remedy of the disease the 
communal problem. 
nuclear weapons and was a proponent of world peace and disarmament. During his lifetime he also 
acquired the nickname Mango of Salem. 
Dr. Rajendra Prasad (3 December 1884 - 28 February 1963) was bom in a Kayastha Family in 
Zeradei village, in the Siwan district under Saran division of Bihar, on 3 December 1884. He was 
one of the architects of the Indian Republic, having drafted its first constitution and serving as the 
first president of independent India (26 January 1950-13 May 1962). During the independence 
movement, he left his law work and joined the Congress Party, playing a prominent role in the 
Indian Independence Movement. He served as the president of the Constituent Assembly that 
drafted the first constitution of the Republic, which lasted from 1948 to 1950. He also became the 








A very basic aspect of the long-term dynamics of the Indian national 
movement was the strategy it adopted in its prolonged struggle against colonial rule. 
The Indian national movement was basically the product of the central contradiction 
between colonialism and the interests of the Indian people. The capacity of a people 
to struggle depends not only on the fact of exploitation and domination and on its 
comprehension by the people but also on the strategy and tactics on which their 
struggle is based. 
The existing writings on the subject have failed to deal with, or even discuss, 
the strategy adopted by the national movement. It appears as if the movement was a 
mere conglomeration of different struggles or, in the case of its Gandhian phase, 
certain principles such as non-violence and certain forms of struggle such as 
Satyagraha, picketing. 
Gandhi equipped his armory of Satyagraha with all the essential weapons of 
non-violent action such as constructive programme, purificatory devices, Non-co-
operation and Civil Disobedience. When Gandhi came to India and takes active 
participation in the Indian National Movement and applies his theory of non-violence 
and his non-violent method of Satyagraha. 
However, initially Gandhi did not join the Indian National Congress as in the 
opinion of Gandhi neither the Moderates nor the extremists were non-violent in the 
true sense of the term. Therefore, Gandhi keeping himself aloof from the congress 
politics launched his first Satyagraha in Champaran for abolishing the exploitative 
Tinkathia system and thereby, winning economic freedom for the protest peasants of 
Champaran. In consequence, the Champaran Satyagrapha inftised a sense of 
confidence, unity and fearlessness into the peasants of the Champaran district to fight 
non-violently for the attainment of democratic rights and civil liberties. The success 
of the Champaran Satyagraha not only taught the peasants of Champaran the lessons 
in non-violence but also politicized them and brought them into the main stream of 
the Indian National Movement. The Champaran Satyagraha also exhorted the people 
as well as the nationalist leaders of India to give a chance to the objectives. The 
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people began to show confidence in the non-violent leadership of Gandhi 
characterized by socio-politico-economic reforms based on moral, ethical, 
humanitarian and democratic values. In a way, Champaran Satyagraha laid the 
foundation stone of Gandhi is future leadership at all India level which waged a 
consistent and long moral and non-violent warfare to make India free from the British 
imperialism and colonialism. Like Champaran Satyagraha, the successes of 
Ahmedabad Satyagraha and Kheda Satyagraha further strengthened the people's 
confidence in Gandhi's theory of non-violence and his non-violent method of 
Satyagraha. Through the successful application of these three Gandhian Satyagraha, 
succeeded in awakening the people to unite against the injustices evils and 
exploitations committed either by the Indian people or the Britishers. In fact, Gandhi's 
three Satyagraha used in Champaran, Ahmedabad and Kheda proved to be a source of 
fresh and new nationalism. 
The British Government did not oblige Gandhi and continued to purpose its 
colonial and imperial aims and objecfives, damaging and destroying the moral, social, 
economical and political rights of the Indian people. Ultimately, in 1920 Gandhi 
launched the famous Khilafat movement by forging a united front of the Indian 
Muslims and Hindus against the British Government to attain the redress of the 
Khilafat wrongs. 
In the Calcutta Special Session of the Congress accepted and passed Gandhi's 
resolution on non-violent non-cooperation which was ratified by the Nagpur session 
of the congress. Thus, Gandhi ultimately influenced the congress and convinced it to 
adopt the non-cooperation to obtain not only the redress of the Khilafat wrong, but 
also the redress of the Punjab wrong as well the demand for Swaraj by all legitimate 
and peaceful means. Thus, Gandhi entered the congress and assumed the national 
leadership enjoying the support and fulfilling the aspirations of both the Muslims and 
the Hindus, there by building up a strong moral pressure on the British Government to 
pay attention to the demands of the Indian people. 
The non-co-operation movement moved forward with the accelerated motion 
under the leadership of Gandhi even in the face of Government's brutal repression. 
However, in spite of Gandhi's best effort to keep the movement non-violent, the 
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movement degenerated into violence at Chauri Chaura which again forced Gandhi to 
withdraw the movement. In fact, for Gandhi adherence to non-violence and the 
pursuit of truth were more important than anything else. 
However, in spite of Gandhi's passionate pursuit of non-violence in thought, 
speech and action, the British Government continued ruthlessly to expiate and ruin 
India socially, morally, spiritually, culturally, religiously, racially, economically and 
politically converting India into a graveyard of miseries, poverty and destitution. 
Hence, Gandhi was again compelled to resume and launch anti-imperial and anti-
colonial non-violent mass Satyagraha, his time in the form of the civil Disobedience 
Movement. Authorized and empowered by the congress through the Lahore 
Independence Resolution of 1929, Gandhi launched his non-violent mass Civil 
Disobedience Movement in March 1930 in the form of the salt Satyagraha to achieve 
complete freedom of India from the British domination and yoke. However, this time, 
Gandhi took special and extraordinary care to avoid the occurrence of any type of 
counter-violence by launching the salt Satyagraha exclusively with the help of his 78 
Ashramites who were well trained in the theory and practice of non-violence. After 
Gandhi and his Ashramites civilly and non-violently disobeyed the salt laws by 
making and using salt at the Dandi Sea without paying any tax for it, the people all 
over India along the coastal areas violated salt laws peacefully resolutely and non-
violently. 
The Salt Satyagraha, even in the absence of Gandhi as the Government had 
arrested him including other topmost leaders of the congress proved to be very 
successful and remained almost completely non-violent even in the face of severest 
type of the Government's brutal repressions and suppressions. Thus, Gandhi's theory 
of non-violence seemed to have triumphed as far as its application was concerned. But 
the conversion of the Britishers was still invisible. However, a ray of hope was seen in 
the Gandhi-Irwin Pact which elevated the morale of the Indian National Movement as 
this pact was the first and the only one agreement between the British mlers and the 
Indian Nationalist leaders in the entire history of the Indian freedom struggle. 
However, the life of the Gandhi-Irwin Pact proved to be very short as the 
British Government very see on relaunched its illegal and unconstitutional repression 
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and suppression against the salt Satyagraha. After returning from the second round 
table conference amply handed, though Gandhi tried his best to save the Gandhi-Irwin 
Pact, but the viceroy. Lord Willingdon did not oblige Gandhi and went on violating 
the pious provisions of the pact. Hence, Gandhi again evoked the non-violent mass 
civil India people and declared to resume the non-violent mass civil Disobedience 
Movement which had been suspended by the Gandhi - Irwin Pact. 
However, when the council-entry politics of the congress proved to be failure 
and abortive the congress once again called on and authorized Gandhi in 1940 to lead 
the Indian National Movement through his non-violent method of Satyagraha for the 
attainment of complete freedom from the British Yoke. 
Therefore, in 1942 Gandhi took the boldest step by contemplating the Quit 
India Movement. He gave his famous call 'Do or Die' call to the people that the 
Indian people would either make India free non-violently or in their non-violent 
struggle. They would not live to see the perpetuation of their slavery. Thus, Gandhi 
demanded from the Britishers to terminate their exploitative rule and quite India 
peacefully and from the Indian people the highest type of sacrifice - death in order to 
make India free in case of Britishers denied to quit India and resisted their non-violent 
struggle with violence. But before the Quit India Movement in the form of non-
violent mass Civil Disobedience could be formally launched, the British Government 
once again resorted to a pre-emptive strike by arresting Gandhi including almost all 
the top leaders of the congress. 
The Home Government declared in March 1946 to end the British control of 
India by establishing self-government in India and sent the cabinet mission to India to 
find out widely plausible constitutional provisions, ways and means for the smooth 
transfer of power to the Indian hands. The cabinet Mission rejected the demand of 
Pakistan and instead recommended voluntary groupings of regions which would allow 
Muslim cohesion without cessation. 
The Home Government sent Lord Mountbatten to India as the new viceroy to 
affect the transfer of power to the Indian hands by June 1948 and quit India forever. 
Lord Mountbatten after discussing the leaders belonging to both organizations the 
congress and the league as well as other Indian leader emerged with a plan known as 
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the Mountbatten Plan on 3 June 1947. The Mountbatten Plan proposed to transfer the 
power to two Dominions - India and Pakistan by August, 1947. The league accepted 
the plan and finally the Indian Independence Act was passed which ended the Century 
Old British Rule, but at the same time divided India into two parts. 
Hence, whenever mob violence or even counter-violence occurred during the 
non-cooperation or Civil Disobedience Movement, Gandhi suspended the movement 
because for Gandhi the incursion of mob frenzy into political action meant the end of 
the struggle for freedoms. Gandhi was basically waging a moral struggle for not only 
for making India free from political subjugation, but also for elevating Indian people 
morally, ethically and spiritually. He often a toned the violent deeds of the people by 
fasting and, thereby, brought the situation under control. Moreover, during the 
inactive phase of the various Satyagraha campaigns, Gandhi continued to strengthen 
the unity among the masses and enhance their morale through the implementation of 
ideals of the constructive programmes. This can safely be proved by the fact that 
whenever Gandhi launched non-violent mass movement, the people's response was 
massive. 
Thus, through a strong non-violent ideology Gandhi consistently, sincerely 
and ceaselessly tills the achievement of the freedom of India from the British 
exploitative domination. He never ceased to fight non-violently against imperialism 
and colonialism. There was a time when the Indian National Movement had been left 
leaderless, directionless and bewildered owing to rivalries between the moderates and 
the extremists created by the British policy of 'divide and rule'. But Gandhi, through 
the application of his theory and method of non-violence mobilized the bewildered 
and demoralized people against the imperial and colonial forces and, thereby 
rejuvenated and accelerated the Indian national Movement. Particularly from 1930 to 
1942, Gandhi intensified his non-violent struggle for obtaining complete freedom of 
India from the British domination. Keeping in mind the people's limited capacity to 
bear hardships and sufferings, Gandhi led the Indian National Movement in a 
struggle-truce struggle fashion which ultimately culminated not only in the complete 
freedom of India but also in the withdrawal of the Britishers from India forever. 
140 
However, the partition of India and the Hindu-MusHm Communal riots, both 
before and after the division of the country provided a heavy blow to the non-violent 
efforts of Gandhi to keep India and Hindus and Muslims United. But even in the 
darkest period of communal riot, Gandhi did not lose his faith and confidence in his 
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